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they could not have the money, and had urged Ij 
the Department to give them money, the reply of | 
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months of September and October not provided 
for at that time. The months of November and 


the Department was that they were not able to |, December not having expired, the rolls for those | 
supply the money. The Department, however, || months had not been sent in; but provision was | 


promised to pay over $500,000 a day; but seven- 
teen days had elapsed, and the paymaster had 
received in all only $350,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What I want to know'tf 
my colleague is, whether the Paymaster General 
told him he had made out the tri-monthly accounts? 

Mr. GURLEY. No, sir. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. My colleague asks me if 
the Secretary of the Treasury had violated the 
clear and express provisions of the law as he un- 
derstood it,and raised money to pay the soldiers, 
anybody in the House would have found fault 
with him? I think so; for we have in this House, 
men who are disposed to find fault with anything 
which tends to carry,on this Government and 
maintain its integrity; and I think the Secretary 
was right in confining himself to the law of Con- 
gressas he understood it. The Secretary is blamed 
for the soldiers not being paid. Although I do 
not speak by the authority of the Secretary of the | 
Treasury, 1 stand here to-day to acquit him of 
that blame. And I do not know that Congress is 
to blame; but I do know that Congress, last ses- 
sion and this, thus far, has refused to carry out 
the policy recommended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, which, upon mature consideration, he 
considered essential to the carrying on of this 
Government. And so long as we refuse to con- 
cur with him, we ought not to censure him be- 
cause everything does not go on as we think it 
ought to. 

Mr. GURLEY. With the gentleman’s per- 
mission I wish to ask him, if the market price of 
an article is not that which it will bring when 

laced in the market, what is the market price? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. There may be no market 
for the article at ajl; but the market price of an 
article is what ordinarily it will bring in market 
when disposed of in the ordinary way. And I 
think if I had sold the wheat, in the case I before 
put, which belonged to my colleague, at sixty 
cents per bushel, when the real market value was 
ninety cents, he would think I had put a wrong 
construction upon that letter of his. I believe, 
therefore, that the Secretary of the Treasury was 
right in the construction which he put upon the 
law, and | would willingly appeal to the lawyers 
in this body,and everywhere else, to sustain that 
construction. I think there is no doubt about it; 
that it is clear as language can make it; and it 
is made doubly clear by the action of Congress 
above referred to. 

I know the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Guriey] 
says that he did not impeach the good intention 
of the Secretary of the Treasury; but his speech 
tended directly to bring him into discredit with 
the soldiers and with the country. He says the 
Secretary meant very well, but that he did not 
construe the law correctly; for that was the sub- 
stance of his remarks. He says the Secretary of 
the Treasury was well meaning, but that he did 
not know enough to construe the law of Congress, 
assuming, in discussing the matter, that there was 
no doubt about the construction, and in the very 
face of the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury 
in reference to the construction put upon it. 

_Mr. HOOPER. With the gentileman’s permis- 
sion, | wish to make a statement in reference to | 
the payment of the soldiers, and as to the condi- | 
tion of the funds inthe Treasury Department for | 
that purpose. In the last week of the vacation | 
of the House the case of a soldier who had been 
without pay since the Ist of January last was sent 





to me, and I took a great deal of pains to ascer- 
tain why that pay had been withheld. I wentto 
the War Department, and followed it up from 
there by going to the Treasury Department, and 


again to the Paymaster General’s department. I | 


found that the accounts of the soldiers were made | 
up tri-monthly, and that provision was made at | 
¢ Treasury Department for the pay of all the | 
soldiers. Accounts had been sent in by the pay- 
masters to the lst of September, leaving only the 


24 


made up to the Ist of September for the whole of | 
the payments preceding; that is, the pay-rolls for | 
September and October. At the paymaster’s | 
department these statements, which Lhad received | 
at the Treasury Department, were confirmed. I 

saw the chief clerk there, and saw also one of the | 
paymasters, who stated that he had twelve theu- | 
sand men to pay; that all his men had been paid || 
up to the Ist of September; and that he hal re- | 


| 


ceived from the Treasury $200,000 on aceount of || 


| their payment for the next two months—that Is, || 


| for the months of September and October; that 
| he had been down to the army in Virginia, and | 


| be in the same position that he was in. He said, 





| 


| 


| 
| 


| authorized the payment to him have since been 
| 


| tleman from Massachusetts. 


had paid out the whole of that $200,000. 

The chief clerk of the Paymaster General and | 
this paymaster to whom I have referred, told me | 
that many other paymasters in the Army might 
however, that one reason for the delay was the 
danger which paymasters incurred, and the re- 
sponsibility they assumed in taking money to regi- 
ments in the field; that he had taken almost two 
hundred thousand dollars downinto Virginia; and 
with that money in his possession he was uneasy 
until he had paid it all out. He suggested that in 
Tennessee and Kentucky there wasdanger of raids 
from the rebels, and that paymasters were un wil- 
ling to take the responsibility of carrying any such 


also mentioned that he had gone down to Harri- 
son’s Landing with a large sum of money, and | 


: 1] 

large sums to the front to pay the soldiers. Fle || 
| 
| 
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happened to be there at the time our troops were |! 


fired upon from the opposite bank; that he was 
under that fire, and was left in his tent alone with 
that large amount of money. He also informed | 
me that a great many difficulties occurred. The | 
case I wag following up came within one of them | 
—that of a man who had left his regiment and 
gone into hospital. The regimental paymasters 
are not all experienced men, and they lose sight 


of some of their men. This man’s name got off || the Treasury to provide for them the amounts 


> . . 1} 
of the list, and, getting the papers which showed || 


he was entitled to his pay, he carried them home | 
with him to Massachusetts. The papers which 


returned and the payment made. 

Mr. DIVEN. I wish to givea little experience 
of my own, which differs from that of the gen- | 
The regiment with 
which I am connected came into the field on the 
14thof August, under a promise thatif they would 
leave their homes without waiting for the advance 
of the month’s pay, they should be paid within | 
three hours of their arriving here. We have been | 
here ever since, and have not received a cent of 

ay. I have made application to the Paymaster 
General, and have been told by him that the reason 
why payment was not made was because the 
Treasurer had not furnished the money. I called 
upon the Treasurer, and made inquiry of him, 
and he said that he had found that the money at 


his command was not sufficient to meet the de- || 


mands of the Army; that he had for the use of 
the Army so much per day, which he paid over; | 


or to control the manner of the payment. Ihave 
been unable, to this hour, to obtain for that regi- 
ment, either from the Treasurer, the Paymaster | 
General, or from anybody else, one dollar; and 
the regiment are without their pay now. 

Mr. HOOPER. I would suggest that the gen- 
tleman’s statement is not inconsistent with mine. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. These matters are not ger- 
mane to the point 1 was discussing. I have no 
doubt whatever but that the failure of the soldiers 
to get their pay has been caused by the inability | 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to get the funds, 
and not from any fault of the Paymaster General. 

Mr. NOBLE. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Ohio, I desigg to make a single 
statement. The eighth and tenth Ohio regiments 


| 
| 
and that it was not in his power to furnish more, || 
| 
| 
| 
j 
| 





are here in camp, and have been, most of them, all || 
winter. They were promised, under the resolu- || for that purpose. 


| 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





esas — 


New Senrres..... No. 94 


tions that have lately been passed, to be paid some 
days ago. I think on Monday or Tuesda of this 
week the paymaster appeared at the Ohio camp 
out here, and paid some of the soldiers, to whom 
four and six months pay was due, two months 
pay, but failed to pay the remainder because there 
was not money enough. 
Lam also indorsaed that the second Ohio cavalr 


| have not been paid one cent for twelve montlis. 
|| know there are regiments from Ohio that have not 


been paid for six months. I know of one man, 
whose letter T have here, who says he was paid 
the last time on the 28th of February last; that 
his wife has been sick at home for three months; 
that his family have nothing to rely upon but what 
he sends them, and what is given to them by their 
neighbors. He has not been able to get one cent 
since February, im consequence of the want of 
money in the ‘Treasury. And that man himself 
has been in the hospital six months of that time. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I would like to know if I 
understand the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Hooper] to say that the ré&son why the 


| regiments have not been paid is in consequence 
| of the neglect or fault of the paymasters of the 
| Army? 


Mr. HOOPER. 


I said nothing upon my own 


_ responsibility. I gaveasthe authority upon which 


I made whatever statements [ did, information 


| which [ obtained from the Paymaster General’s 


office. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I think it due to the pay- 
masters of the Army that they should be relieved 
from the stain, if stain it be, of this great and crim- 
inal neglect in paying the men who are in the ar- 
mies of the country fighting its battles. I know, 
and other gentlemen know, that the paymasters 
have been persistent in getting their requisitions 
approved by the Secretary of War, and have been 
strenuous and persistent in having them entered 
in the Treasury Department. And not only have 
they made these individual exertions, but they 
have brought to bear other influences, such as 
they could command, to induce the Secretary of 


which were ealled for in order that they might 
pay their regiments. [have good reason to know 
that the fault is not with the paymasters, because 
twice when the Secretary of the Treasury has 
been called upon to state the reason why the re- 
quisitions of the paymasters have not been filled 
and the soldiers paid, it has never been averred 
thét it was in consequence of the paymasters neg- 
lecting their duties, 

The reason is to be-found in the fact that the 
money to meet the requisitions was not in the 
Treasury. One of the paymasters, one who paid 
the brigade to which my regiment was attached, 
tried day after day to get money with which he 


| might pay the soldiers, and he was told that all 


the moncy in the Treasury was required for other 
matters which the Secretary of War considered 
to be of more imperious necessity, 

| know, too, that sick, diseased, and wounded 
soldiers—men who have gone as cripples from 
your Army with their discharges in their pockets— 
have been unable to get from the paymaster the 
amountdue to them, and have todepend upon char- 
ity for means to get to their homes, or have had 
to submit to the exactions of some Jews hanging 
around the paymaster’s office, who shayed their 


| bills. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. Ihave said] havenodoubt 
the failure of the soldiers to get their pay was oc- 
casioned by the want of funds in the Treasury. 
In the annual report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, made to this House, and which, by law, he 
is compelled to make, he stated briefly the reagons 
why he had not been able to realize money suffi- 
cicnt to meet the demands of the Treasury. This 
House knew those reasons as early as the Jat 
of December; and now more than a month has 
elapsed without providing the Treasury with the 
means for paying the soldiers. It is true we have, 
quite recently, passed a joint resolution author- 
izing the issue of 100,000,000 of Treasury notes 
But this Congress, with these 
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facts staring it in the face in the early part of De- \ sion the House ordered Mr. Simon Stevens to be || 








cember, refused to grant the relief the Secretary '| brought before the bar of the House to answer an 


| alleged contempt of its authority in refusing to 
At least, Congress did not respond to his call. || 


Ww: apnoreache d the holidays, and this House ad- |! 


asked, in order that these soldiers might be paid. 


journed over nearly two wee ks, with these facts 
ag patentas they are to-day. Congress knew that 
the Secretary had not funds with which to pay the 
soldiers, and stall a majority upon this floor voted 
to adjourn over two weeks during the holidays, 
and leave these soldiers thus much longer without 
their pay. 

This attack upon the Secretary and this attempt 
to shift the responsibility of this matter upon his 
shoulders, will not, I think, succeed in the coun- 
try. I believe the Secretary of the Treasury gave 
u just and a proper construction to the law of last 
Congress, and [ would not give much for the opin- 
ion ofany lawyer who saystothecontrary. This 
matter has been juoked into with some care, not 
only by the Secretary of the Treasury, but by 
other persons, and I say that this attack which is 
made upon the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
this prejudice which is being manufactured by the 
allegation that sick and wounded soldiers are sent 
home without pay, is injust and unwarranted. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not understand the 
last sentence uttered by the gentleman from Ohio. 
| have not understood that anything has been said, 
unless it was amid while | was absent from the 
Hall, reflecting upon the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury at all. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I disclaim any reference 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. When the gentleman 
spoke of the want of money, and of the blame 
being shifted from one Department to the other, I 
felt my duty—and that wasall Il proposed to do 
—to exonerate the men upon whose shoulders 
this burden was sought to be placed—the pay mas- 
ters of the Army. 

i know of my own personal knowledge that it 
was only the other day that a disabled soldier on 
crutches, in the city of New York, was able to 
get the money due hum, and that a Jew sought to 
share his bill ten or fifteen cents on the dollar. 
That took place only a few days ago, and I know 
the fact. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Ihave yielded the flooras 
a matter of courtesy for these interruptions; but 
l am opposed to the discussion of matters that are 
not germane to the proposition | was discussing. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, after stating his 
construction of the law, says: 

‘* Had the Secretary thought otherwise, and construed 
the acts as authorizing sales at the best price that could be 
obtained, the conversion clause would still have operated 
asa virtual probibition of sales,except below par; and such 
sales would not merely have arrested conversions, and so 
nullified a provision obviously regarded as of great import- 
ance by Congress, but would have involved negotiations&t 
rates too disadvantageous and too increasingly disadvan 
tageous to be subinitted to, except under clear authority and 
upon clear necessity.”’ 

Now, I say that the Secretary stands before the 
country exonerated from any fault in this matter. 
I do not think this House has committed any in- 
tentional fault, but if there is any fault it is in the 
House not doing its partin providing these means 
earlier in the session, for the Secretary ’s construc- 
tion of thia law was before the House when he 
filed his annual report. 

Mr. RIDDLE obtained the floor, but yielded 
it to 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, who moved that 
the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and Mr. Prxe having 
taken the chairas Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Camp- 
BELL reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had the Union generally under consideration, and 
particularly House bill No. 659, to provide ways 
and means for the support of the Government, 
and had come to no conclusion thereon, 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. FENTON. I move that when the House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. DAWES. And the soldiers crying out 
for their pay! 

The motion was agreed tu. 

DISCHARGE OF A CONTUMACIOUS WITNESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Speaker, | rise to a priv- 
Neged question, Ona previous day of the sea- 
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answer certain interrogations proposed to him by 
the Special Committee on Government Contracts. 
Mr. Stevens having been brought to the Capitol 
by the Sergeant-at-Arms, has to-da appeared 
before the committee, and, after consultation with 
gentlemen who would be referred to by his testi- 


mony, determined to answer the interrogations, | 

| and has done so fully to the satisfaction of the com- | 
) ' 

mittee. I therefore move that he be discharged 


from the custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms on the 
payment of the costs which have accrued to the 
Sergeant-at-Arms. 

The motio® was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF AN AMENDMENT. 
Mr. HOOPER. Iask an order of the House 


| for the printing of the substitute which I offered | 
to-day for the bill under consideration in the Com- || 
| mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


It was so ordered, 

POWERS OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I am instructed by the spe- 
cial committee to ask the adopUon of the following 
resolution by the House 

Resolved, That the specta) committee reretofore appotnt- 


| ed by this [Louse to inquire “ whether any officer or em- 
ployé in any department of the Government is a partner or | 


interested directly or indirectly in any banking house,” &c., 


| be, and they are hereby, empowered to examine witnesses | 


under oath, and take their testimony, and for that purpose 


may issue processes for the attendance of witnesses before | 


them, and hold their sessions at any place they may deem 
necessary within the United States. 
Several Memsers objected to the resolution. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to say to the House 


that if there be any objection to the last clause of | 


the resolution, it may be struck out. It oecurred 
to the committee, although it is certainly foreign 
to their purpose to hold any session elsewhere 
than here, thatit might possibly be necessary for 
them to do so in order to save expense, 


Mr. WICKLIFFE. Strike that out. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Well, I will modify the | 


resolution in that way. I wish to add that the 


| House never should have appointed the commit- 
tee unless they intended to have a full investiga- 


tion. 
The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER——AGAIN. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the House agreed to adjourn over until 


| Monday. 


Mr. WICKLIFFE. I move to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. On that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I rise to a privileged 
question. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. OLIN. That is not in order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Yes, it is. 

Mr. DAWES. I demand the yeas and nays 
on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I call for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Our and 
ALLEY were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 20, noes 70. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was put; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 67, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Ancona, Ashley, Baily, Baxter, Buffin- 
ton, Calvert, Campbell, Clements, Cobb, Frederick A. 
Conkling, Corning, Cutler, Davis, Delano, Edwards, Eug- 
lish, Fenton, Gooch, Guricy, Haight, Uale, Hall, Hoiman, 
Hooper, Horton, Julian, Kelley, William Kellogg, Kerri- 
gan, Knapp, Law, Lazear, Loomis, McPherson, Mallory, 
Maynard, Menzies, Moorhead, Justin 8. Morrill, Noble, 


Nugen, Odell, Pendleton, Timothy G. Pheips, Power, Alex- || 
ander H. Rice, John H. Rice, Robinson, Sargent, Sedg- |! 


wick, Sheffield, Smith, Spaulding, William G. Steele, 
Benjamin F. Thomas, Francis Thomas, Vallandigham, 


Van Horn, Verree, Wadsworth, Washburne, Webster, || 
Whatley, Albert S. White, Chilton A. White, Wickliffe, 


and Wilson—67. 

NAYS—Measrs. Alley, Arnold, Bingham, Samuel! 8. 
Blair, Blake, Chamberlain, Roscoe Conkling, Dawes, Eliot, 
Samuel C. Fessenden, Thomas A. D. Fessenden, Frank, 


Harrison, Hutchins, Lovejoy, Olin, Pike, Pomeroy, Riddle, | 
Edward 1. Rollins, Segar, Shanks, Sherman, Trimble, | 


Trowbridge, Van Wyck, Walker, Wallace, and Win- 
dom—29. * 

So the motion was agreed to; and thereupon 
(at half past four o’elock, p. m.,) the House 
adjourned unul Monday next. m 
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IN SENATE. 
Monpay, January 19, 1863. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SenperRtanp. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 


| a letter of the Secretary of the Interior, recom- 
mending an appropriation for necessary expendi- 
tures in Dakota Territory, as per accompanying 
estimates; which was referred to the Committee 


ee 


i} 


} 
! 


|| on Finance. 
| The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
] Segate a report of the Postmaster General, com- 
| municating, in compliance with a resolution of 
|| the Senate of the 6th instant, information in rela- 
| tion to the derangement of the mails between New 
| York and Washington city. 
| Mr.SUMNER. I believe that communication 
1} is in answer to a resolution I offered a few days 
|| since. I move that it be laid on the table aid 
{| printed. 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. That order will be 
| made if there be no objection. 
|| Mr. GRIMES. It seems to me it ought to be 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 
; Mr. SUMNER. Very well; Ihave no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. GRIMES. TI make that motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so re- 
ferred, and printed if there is no objection. The 
Chair hears none. 


| CREDENTIALS PRESENTED. 


Mr. HOWARD presented the credentials of 
Hon. Zacuartan CHANDLER, elected a Senator 
by the Legislature of the State of Michigan, for 
the term of six years, commencing on the 4th day 
of March, A. D. 1863; which were read, and placed 
| on the files of the Senate. 


| PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HARRIS presented three petitions of citi- 
zens of New York, praying that the regular and 
volunteer Army may be supplied with a relia- 
ble and permanent camp hospital and ambulance 
corps; which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of C. V. 
Morris, master United States Navy, praying to 
be placed on the active list; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. RICE presented the memorial of B. A. 
Froiseth, praying for the establishment of a sys- 
tem for the ipedioe and protection of foreign 
emigrants to and within the United States, and an 
appropriation in aid of the same; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GRIMES presented a memorial of the 

| Commissioners of the Metropolitan Police of the 
District of Columbia, praying that provision may 
be made by which hospital accommodations may 
be furnished to all destitute small pox patients 

| within the District, during the continuance of our 

| national troubles; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

| Mr. ARNOLD presented resolutions of the 

| 

| 

} 

! 











| Legislature of Rhode Island, instructing the Sen 

ators in Congress from that State to aid the me: 
morial of N. C. Crary, praying payment of all 
the claims of the regiment under the command of 
the late Colonel Crary, in the Rhode Island bri- 
gade in the revolutionary war, as stated and set 
forth in said memorial; which were referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 


Mr. HALE. Iam instructed by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs to ask that a member ae be 
appointed on that committee in the place of Hon. 
|| Mr. Field, who has been confirmed as a judge 
|| and retired from the Senate. I make that mouon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In what manner 
shal! the appointment be made? 


| 
| Mr. HALE. By the Chair. 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 


| 


| 
| 
| 


The motion was agreed to. 
REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts, from the 
'| Committee on Military Affairs and the Milita, 
‘to whom the subject was referred, reported a bill 


i (S. No. 470) to provide for the greater comfort of 
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sick and wounded soldiers, and to promote the 


efficiency of the medical department of the Army; 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. GRIMES asked, and by unanimous con- 


sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
471) relating to public schools in the county of 
Washington and District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FOOT asked, and by unanimous consent 


obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 472) for | 


the relief of the heirs of Asbury Dickins; which 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Claims. 

Mr. MORRILL asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
473) to amend an act entitled ** An act to prevent 


members of Congress and officers of the Govern- | 
ment of the United States from taking considera- | 


tions for procuring contracts, office, or place from 
the United States, and for other purposes;’? which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


MAIL ROUTE IN IOWA. 


Mr. HARLAN submitted the following reso- | 


lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
and necessity of establishing a mail route from Sioux City, 
fowa, to Yancton Agency, Fort Randal, Fort Pierre, Fort 
Berthol, Fort Union, mouth of Milk river, Fort Benton, Sun 
River Farms, Deer Lodge, to Bitter Rout Valley, and have 
leave to report by bill or otherwise. 


CUTTING OF TIMBER BY CONTRACTORS. 
Mr. HOWARD submitted the following reso- 


lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be di- 
rected to inquire whether quartermasters and contractors 
are, or have been, engaged in cutting timber from the lands 
of private citizens around the national capital; and dis- 


posing of the same or causing it to be done; and if so, by 
virtue of what law or authority. 


FRENCH INTERFERENCE IN MEXICO. 
Mr. McDOUGALL. I offer the following con- 


current resolutions: 
Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives 


of France to subject the Republic of Mexicoto her author- 
ity by armed force is a violation of the established and 


known rules of international law, and that it is, moreover, | 
a violation of the faith of France, pledged by the treaty | 


made at London on the 31st day of October, 1861, between 
the allied Governments of Spain, France, and Engiand, 


communicated to this Government over the signatures of | 


the representatives of the allies by letter of the 30th day of 
Noveinber, 1861, and particularly and repeatedly assured 
to this Government through its minister$ resident at the 
Court of France. 

Resolved further, That the attempt to subject the Repub- 
lie of Mexico to French authority is an act not merely un- 
friendly to this Republic, but to free institutions every- 


where, and that itis regarded by this Republic as not only 


unfriendly, but as hostile. 

Resolved further, That it is the duty of this Republic to 
require of the Government of France that her armed forces 
be withdrawn from the territories of Mexico. 

Resolved further, That it is the duty and proper office of 


this Republic now, and at all times, to lend such aid to the | 
Republic of Mexico as is or may be required to prevent the | 


forcible interposition of any of the States of Europe in the 
political affairs of that Republic. 

Resolved further, That the President of the United States 
be requested to cause to be communicated to the Govern- 
ment of Mexico the views now expressed by the two Llouses 
of Congress, and be further requested to cause to be nego- 
tiated such treaty or treaties between the two Republics as 
will best tend to inake these views effective. 


Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. Let that lie 
over, 

Mr. SUMNER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia propose to discuss those resolutions? 

Mr. McDOUGALL. No, sir; but I wish to 
make a suggestion. I desire them to lie on the 
table and be printed, and give notice that, with 
the permission of the Senate, I shall call them up 
on Thursday next for the consideration of the 
Senate, 

The resolutions were laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


COURT OF CLAIMS. 


_ Mr. TRUMBULL. If the morning business 
is disposed of, 1 move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 226) for 
the reorganization of the Court of Claims. It is 


____ PAE CONGRESSION 


mennemmapreneeals 


AL 


at. that time, as I think. 

Mr. HALE. I hope not. 
and nays on that motion, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I willsimply say one word 
in regard to this bill, as we are to vote by yeas 
and nays on taking it up. We certainly shall 
never be in a better condition to dispose of it than 
now. In fact it would have been better to have 
continued the bill, l apprehend, the day after we 
were considering it last week, instead of going to 
other business. My experience in the Senate has 


I ask for the yeas 


been that when we take up a bill and consider it | 


for a day and adopt various amendments, as was 
done in this case, and then let it lie for a week or 
two, we have the whole work to go over again. 
This bill was under consideration the whole of 
one day; a number of amendments were adopted 
to it; it was very considerably discussed; and the 
Senate is in a better condition to consider it now 
than it will be a week hence, or when some other 
business intervenes. It is economy of time, in 
my judgment, when we commence a bill in this 


way to finish it before we go to other business. | 


I think that ought to have been done with this bill; 
but the longer we delay taking it up, the longer 
time it will occupy. I hope the Senate will take 
itup, and finish it. 

Mr. HALE. I hope not, sir. I hope the Sen- 
ate will nottake itup. Ido not know how other 
gentlemen look upon the affairs of the country at 

1€ present time; but to my mind, this is no ime 
to be discussing bills of this sort; and it never 
shall be my reproach that when there were but 


GLOBE. 


| and upon which we very nearly came to a vote || room of the Capitol that may hereafter be desig- 


oil 
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nated for it. That is the former law, and I think 
it is better that it should be so in this. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, These roomshavealready 
been selected under the former law, and T sup- 
posed were satisfactory. I made some inquiry tn 
regard to the selection of rooms, and understood 
that these rooms were designated under a former 
actof Congress. If the Senator from New York 


| has any information leading him to suppose that 


other rooms are desirable—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I make this motion at the in- 
stance of one of the judges, who says they con- 
template changing their rooms, and that these 
rooms are desired for some other purpose, and 


| that when the enlargement of the Capitol is com- 


| pleted, there will be other rooms designated 


[ 
think it had better be left to the superintendent of 
the Capitol, as it was before. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not understand that 
the superintendent of the Capitol would have any 
authority to designate any other rooms, 

Mr. HARRIS. How were these designated ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. These were designated 
under the act of Congress, according to my recol- 
lection, authorizing the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives to set apart these rooms, and these 


|| rooms were set apart in accordance with the act. 


about thirty days of the session left, those days | 
were frittered away in considering bills of this | 


character. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. In reply to the Senator 
from New Hampshire, [ will remark, that he made 
that same speech thg other day, aud moved to in- 
definitely postpone the bill, but only half a dozen 
Senators voted with him. If he chooses to make 


| factious opposition, that is one thing. If the Sen- 





} 





a bill which we occupied a day upon last week, | 


ate is not disposed to do anything with the bill, 


oppose taking it up, with a view of delay, only 
wastes the very time which the Senator from New 
Hampshire wishes to economize. Let us take it 


|| up; and if the majority is opposed to it vote it 
concurring,) That the present attempt by the Government | 


down, and get rid of it in that way. 


Mr. COLLAMER. 


“~~ 


I wish to inquire of the 


Senator from New Hampshire, if we do not take || 
What does | 


up this business what are we to do? 
the gentleman want done? Is there anything else 


| Tam willing that it shall be voted down; but to || 


| the amendment, if t 


My impression is that the authority is exhausted, 
it will take but a moment, perhaps, to look up 
the law on the subject. IL have no objection to 

he Senator has looked into the 
matter and thinks it desirable to strike it out. The 


| striking out will do no harm at any rate, because 


| the 


if the rooms are designated and fixed, it needs no 
other law to do it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosrerin 
clair.) The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWNING. I wish to move a merely 


verbal amendment, in the sixteenth line of the 


| fifth section, by inserting the word ‘‘ who”’ be- 


| tween the words **and”’ and * shall.” 


That 


| clause of the section now reads: 


ready to be considered that is of more importance ? || 


If not, we had better proceed with this. 
Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. 
ot a good deal of important business. 


Mr. COLLAMER. If any Senator has any 


We have 


matter of business which is of more national im- || administer oaths and affirmations,’’ 


portance than this, we will not take this up; but 
as at present advised, unless I am informed of 
something else thatshould be attended to, I think 
we had better take up this bill. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 11; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Authony, Arnold, Browning, Clark, 
Collainer, Cowan, Davis, Dixon, Foot, Foster, Harding, 
Harris, Henderson, Howard, King, Lane of Kansas, Me- 
Dougall, Morrill, Powell, Kice, Sumner, Ten Eyek, Trum- 
bull, Wade, and Wilson of Missouri—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Carlile, Fesseuden, Grimes, Hale, Har 
lan, Kennedy, Lane of Indiana, Sherman, Wilkinson, Wil- 
son of Massachusetts, and Wright—11. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 226) to amend 
**An act to establish a court for the investigation 
of claims against the United States,” approved 
February 24, 1855. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move toamend the fifth sec- 
tion of the bill, by striking out all after the word 
year in the third line, down to and including the 
word ** same,’’ in the sixth line. The words to 
be stricken out are: 

And the rooms in the Capitol heretofore set apart for it, 
and its officers, by the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives, are hereby appropriated for the same. 


It relates to the place of holding the court. I 
am informed that the rooms now occupied by this 


court are likely to be wanted for some other pur- | 


pose, and that other and more convenient rooms 
may be obtained. I prefer that the matter should 
be left open, so that the court may be held in any 


| decisions. 


The said court may appoint a bailiff, who shall hold bis 
office during four years, unless sooner removed by said 
court for cause, and shall receive a salary, &e. 


I propose to insert the word ‘* who;’’ so that it 
shall read, ‘and who shall receive a salary;’’ so 
as to make it applicable to the bailiff to receive 
the salary, instead of the court. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There is no objection to 
that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That word will 
be inserted, no objection being made, 

Mr. BROWNING. In the seventeenth line of 
the same section, | move to amend by inserting, 
after the word ‘* judges,’ the words * and clerk.’”” 
The provision is, ** the judges of said court may 
&c. The 
amendment proposes to extend the authority to 
administer the oaths and affirmations to the clerk 
as well as the judges. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BROWNING. I wish to move an amend- 
ment to the seventh section. I can explain the 
amendment better by reading the section myself: 

That the solicitor, assistant solicitor, and deputy solicttor 
of said court shali lereatter be appointed by the President, 
by and with the advice and conseut of the Senate ; and it 
shall be their duty faithfully and diligently to detend the 
United States in all matters and cases before said Court ot 
Claims, and in all cases taken by appeal therefrom to the 
Supreme Court. 

And then follows this provision, which | p o- 
pose to strike out: 

To report the decisions of the Court of Claims; and to 
attend, On the pari of the United States, to all other suits 
and cases in the Supreme Court to which they may be re- 
quested, from time to time, to attend by the Attorney Gen 


eral of the United States. 
I can see no possible object in reporting these 
I suppose the provision is intended to 
have them reported as are the decisions of tie Su- 
preme Court. It is a matier that would not pay 
as a private enterprise, for no one would purchase 
them, and it would be attended with a great deal 
of cost to the Government to have all the decisions 


| of the Court of Claims reported as the decisions 


of the Supreme Court are. The remaining part of 
that provision which | propose to strike out is that 
which requires the solicitor from time to time to at- 
tend to other suits and cases in the Supreme Court 
which he may be directed to attend to by the 
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Attorney General. I suppose that the solicitor of 
this court, if he faithfully discharges his duties, 


wi!l have as much as he can do in attending to the | 


eases in the Court of Claims, and such cases in 
the Supreme Court as may go there on appeal or 


torney General to call upon the solicitor to attend | 
to all other cases in the Supreme Court, he will be 
quite overburdened with business. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


value or interest to be appealed from to that court 


it isnot likely will contain anything that will con- 
tribute to our legal literature. 
Mr. CLARK. I presume this clause contem- 


| plates nothing more than what is done now. If 
writof error, and thatif authority is given the At- || 


the Senator from Illinois, or any other Senator, 
will look at the documents furnished him by the 


|| Secretary of the Senate every session, he will find 
I think his du- |} 


the reports of the Court of Claims among those 


ties had better be confined to the appropriate busi- \| documents; and I will say to the Senator it is very 
ness of the Court of Claims and such cases as may || necessary that we should have those reports, es- 


gointo the Supreme Courtfrom there; butheshould | 
not be iaasubetal with all other business that the 

Attorney General may choose to throw upon him 
wholly disconnected with his duties as solicitor | 
of the Court of Claims. 
a report of the decisions and that requiring him | 
to discharge other duties imposed upon him by 
the Attorne y General are in consecutive lines, and | 
I move, therefore, to strike out from the word 





‘*to,”’ in the seventh line, to the word * States,” || 


in the eleventh line, inclusive. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
that the bill be further amended by striking out | 
the following words: 
To report the decisions of the Court of Claims, and to at 


tend, on the part of the United States, to all other suits and || 


eases in the Supreme Court to which they may be requested 
from time to time to attend by the Attorney General of the 
United States. 


Mr. SUMNER. I should like to inquire of | 
the Senator from Illinois whether it is not prob- 
able that some of those decisions of the Court of 
Claims would be of general interest, so that they 
would justify a report. [can imagine that a large 
number of the decisions would tufn exclusively on 
facts, and would not have very general interest, 
and some of the decisions might establish prece- 
dents which would be valuable for the court here- | 
after, and also valuable for claimants and the pro- 


The provision requiring || 





feesioual gentlemen who practice in the court. It | 
strikes me that that must be the case, though I 
should defer very much to the opinions of the 
Senator from Illinois on that point. 

Mr. BROWNING. I suppose that the cases 


of most public interest, and those which would be- 


come valuable as on for other cases,will be | 


the cases that will go to the Supreme Court. All 
that class of cases will of course be reported as 
Supreme Court decisions. 
of value in the others as precedents to the Court 
of Claims by which they are decided, they have 
access to their records at all times, and can ex- 
amine them; but the provision as it now stands 
provides for a report of all the decisions of the 
court. I think jit would be going as far perhaps 
as we should, to leave such cases as go to the Su- 

reme Court to take their places in the Supreme 
Court decisions. 

Mr. SUMNER. I will suggest a modification 
of the proposition of the Senator, and I throw it | 
out now as a suggestion on which I should like 
his opinions to leave the first part of the clause to | 
stand as it is in the bill, and to add after the word 
**claims”’ the words * so far as they may be of 
public interest;”’ so that the clause will read: 

To report the decisions of the Court of Claims so far as 
they may be of public interest. 

Mr. HALE. Who éhall decide that? 

Mr.SUMNER. TheSenator from New Hamp- 
shire asks who shall dacide that. It must be de- 
cided by the reporter, We know that in the past | 
history of our jurisprudence the reporters have 
practically decided that very question. They have | 
not reported every case. In England, the reporters | 
have reported those cases which, in their opinion, 
were of pubiic interest. So the early reporters 
in our own country followed their own iedemsent 


If there is anything | 





in determining what was of public interest. They 
did not report everything. 

Mr. BROWNING. I think, sir, if we provide 
for the reporting of these decisions, there will have 
to be large appropriations made annually at every 
session of Congress to pay for it. 1 am sure there 
will be no such sale of the reports as would justify 
any reporter in undertaking it as a private enter- 
prise; and I feel very confident that there will be 
no such intrinsic value in those that are not deemed 
of sufficient importance to be appealed from as to 
justify the expense that it would impose upon the 
Government. I still think that all the cases of in- 
terest, and that would be valuable as reports, will 
reach the public through the reports of the Su- 
preme Court. Those that are not of sufficient 





pecially we who have todo with the claims before 
the Senate. They are exceedingly useful. Often- 
times a claim comes before the Senate or before 
the committee in different forms and different as- 
pects, and we have to examine the files of the Sen- 
ate back for years to see what has been the con- 
dition of the claim, how it has been presented, and 
what action has been had upon it. At this very 
session we had to go back in the files of the com- 
mittee and of the Senate to the war of 1812 to ex- 


|} amine precedents which had been cited, and we 
It is moved || 


found when we came to examine the precedents 
that they were not directly the reverse, but bear- 


| ing on the case in such a way that showed it ought 


not to be allowed. Those reports are exceedingly 
useful as a guide for future action. I do not un- 
derstand that any more expense is to be incurred 
than has been heretofore, and I think we had better 
retain’the provision. 

Mr. BROWNING. How are they now made? 

Mr.CLARK. They are made by the clerk. I 
do not know how they are made, precisely, to the 
Secretary of the Senate, but they are published 
every session; and the Senator receives, as we all 
do, three or four of them every session, according 
as the business of the courtmay be. Every claim 
is there published. 

Mr. BROWNING. If itis intended to be a re- 
port of that description, it would be better to make 
the provision so specific that there can be no mis- 
understanding. As it now stands, it would seem 
to indicate a regular report of the decisions, bound 
in law binding, as the decisions of the court. 

Mr. CLARK. This report is not to be made 
by a reporter, but by the solicitor; he makes a re- 
port of the case; andit is very necessary, it seems 
to me, that a report should be made, and should 
come to the Senate. 

Mr. BROWNING. I have no objection to any- 
thing that is deemed beneficial by those who have 
more experience in this matter; and if that is the 
class of reports proposed, it would be better to 
make it so specific that it could not be misunder- 
stood. 

Mr. CLARK. Then after the word *‘ claims,”’ 
in the eighth line, add the words *‘ as heretofore 
reported.’’ ; 

Mr. SUMNER. I should like to have the ben- 
efit of the opinion of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. He proposes to insert the words, *‘ as here- 
tofore reported.” If Congress, by this bill, is to 
decline all jurisdiction of these cases hereafter, 
we shall not want to have any reports made to us. 
We shall not need these reports on mere questions 
of fact. If we are to act on them, we naturally 
need these reports. Reports may be made, as | 
take it, for two different purposes: one is to Con- 
gress in order to assist it in determining the case 
finally; another is in order to preserve a precedent 
for future use. Now, I take it that if Congress de- 
clines all jurisdiction of these matters, the only 
reason for publishing these reports will be to pre- 
serve precedents for future use; and if that is the 
only. purpose of these reports, we do not need re- 
ports of all the decisions, but only of those decis- 
ions which are in their nature precedents. 

Mr. HALE. Mc. President, I think it would 
be more in accordance with the spirit and purpose 
of this bill to adopt the amendment of the Senator 
from Illinois, for this reason: if we strike out the 
clause which now devolves this duty on the so- 
licitor, the assistant solicitor, and the deputy so- 
licitor, it will make room for two more officers; 
and we shall have to appoint a reporter, and also 
somebody else, to attend in the Supreme Court of 
the United States. That would make two more. 
As the bill now stands, it only creates five new 
offices—that is, in this seventh section which we 
are now amending, it legislates out of office the 

ntlemen who now hold the offices of solicitor, 

eputy solicitor, and assistant solicitor, and I do 
not know but sub-deputy solicitor. It requires 


the President hereafter to appoint them, mean- 
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ing that the appointments now held shal! be good 
for nothing. That makes room for three new 
appointees. ‘Then there is another section of the 
bill which I shall propose to amend, if I ever get 
achance. I do not know but the Senator from 
Illinois will think I am factious about it. I shall 
move to strike out that section which authorizes 


_ the appointment of two new judges. I think, then, 


if we get these three officers, the solicitor, the 


| assistant solicitor, and the deputy solicitor, and 


the two additional judges, struck out of this bill, 
we shall have pretty much all the milk out of that 
cocoanut. (Laughter.] 

I hope that this amendment will be adopted; so 
that if the bill is to be passed and carried out, 
there shall be a place for two more of them for 
the President to appoint; and I hope the amend- 
ment will prevail with that view. 

Mr. CLARK. I do not think the bill is fairly 
open to the objection and the criticism made b 
my colleague. I take it that the direction in the 


| first part of the seventh section, as to how the 
| solicitor and assistant solicitor shall be appointed, 


is only directory as to the appointments hereafter 
made. I do not understand that it contemplates 


| by this act of Congress turning out the present 
| officers and putting in new ones. I do not under- 


stand it to be an attempt to create a place. 

Mr. HALE. Will my colleague tell me how 
they are appointed now? 

Mr. CLARK. _I suppose in the same way. 

Mr. HALE. Exactly. 

Mr. CLARK. Exactly; and therefore I do not 
understand it to be a change or an attempt on the 
part of the Senate to get these men out of office 
for the purpose of putting in two others. But 


| whether that be so or not, if you turn out two and 
| put in two, it does not increase the number. 


ae HALE. 
all. 

Mr. CLARK. Well, if my colleague prefers 
those who were appointed under the old Adminis- 
tration to those that may be appointed under this, 
he will be gratified, perhaps, by having them kept 
in. But the point is in regard to the reports. 
Now, I beg leave to suggest to the Senator from 
Massachusetts, that not one half of the claims that 
naturally come before the Senate will go to this 
Court of Claims, for it does not provide for all 
that large class of claims which will arise out of 
the war, for trespasses done or the use of property 
by the Army. These will still come before the 
Senate, They may be referred to the Court of 
Claims by the action of the Senate, and if referred 


It changes the character; that is 


; and acted on there, it would be necessary that 


there should be a report, because a case precisely 
parallel may come before the Senate and not be 
referred to the Court of Claims, and we should 
have the benefit of the action of the court in re- 
gard to suchclaims. I think it is pretty import- 
ant, as the Senate and the court are to act in some 
sort conjointly in some of these matters, that we 
should have reports and understand what the 
Court of Claims has done. It seems to me we 
cannot act intelligently unless we do. As it is an 
attempt to make no provision in regard to report- 
ing, but simply, if you adopt the amendment which 
I propose, to keep the matter in the present chan- 
nel of business, which has been found to be a con- 
venient one, because we have been continually re- 
ferring to these opinions of the court, it seems to 
me this had better be as itis. The old way seems 
to be well enough. : 
Mr. FOSTER. I ask whether the present bill 
ought not to have been laid aside at the expira- 
tion of the morning hour; and I speak in conse- 
quence of the bankrupt bill not having had action 
now for a length of time, and because, during the 
last week, questions in regard to the finances of 
the country and to the Army and Mery were par- 
ticularly before the country, and I yielded calling 
it up, not wishing to antagonize it with matters 
of that sort; but when a question of general legis- 
lation like this is up, I feel called upon to ask its 


turn for the bankrupt bill. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The attention of 
the Chair was diverted from the period of time on 
the clock, or the Chair would have promptly called 
up the order of the day at one o’clock, which is 
the unfinished business of its last session, being the 
bill (S. No. 463) to authorize the appointment of 
three auditors and a solicitor for the quartermas- 
ter’s department, and to increase the clerical and 
other force of the Quartermaster General’s office. 








1863, 


Mr. WRIGHT. I move to postpone all prior 
orders, and take up the bill on the subject of arrests; 
so that the Senator from Kentucky may have an 
op ortunity to be heard. 

‘he VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Indiana moves to postpone all prior orders for the 
purpose of taking up the bill indicated in his mo- 
tion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
Indiana will not press that at this moment. I de- 
sire that the bill to which he has referred should 
come up; but, as we have this bill up, it seems to 
me we had better continue it and try to finish it. 





I] do not think there is to be any protracted debate | 


onit. There may be a good many amendments 
proposed. I peopene that we go on with the bill 
and finish it. I have no feeling in regard to it. 
If the disposition of the Senate is not to do any- 
thing about it, as soon as that is ascertained [ shall 


never attempt to press it on the Senate a moment. | 


I think now, as we are on the bill, we had better 
go on an hour or so, and see if we cannot finish 
it. I trust the Senator from Indiana will not press 
his motion; and ifhe does not, I ask that the Sen- 
ate continue the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I must press this motion. 
The Senator from Kentucky desires to be heard; 
and as I understand from him that he desires 
particularly to pay his respects to me for the few 


remarks [ made some weeks ago, I am very | 


anxious to hear him while I am a member of the || been able to learn, recommended the suspension | 


| of the writ of habeas corpus in any case whatever, | 


Senate, and I trust the Senate will give the Senator 
from Kentucky an opportunity. 

Mr. POWELL. hope the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana may prevail. 


DISCHARGE OF STATE PRISONERS. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
362) to provide for the discharge of State prison- 


ers and others, and to authorize the judges of the || 
United States courts to take bail or recognizances || 


to secure the trial of the same; the pending ques- 
tion being on the motion of Mr. Powe x to strike 
out the third section of the bill. 

Mr. POWELL. Mr. President, when the res- 


olution offered by the Senator from Delaware (Mr. || 
SautsBurr] was under consideration, | made a || 


few remarks expressing my satisfaction at the re- 
cent Democratic victories in the northern States; 
not in the way of high-sounding eulogy, as sev- 
eral Senators have since indicated, but merely to 


express my gratification and to make my acknowl- || 
edgments to the gallant men who won those vic- | 
tories, which, in my judgment, tend to sustain the | 


Constitution of the country and the liberties of the 
ea For that, sir, 1 have been assailed on all 
iands, particularly by the two distinguished Sen- 
ators from Indiana; and I now desire, very briefly, 
to reply to some of the remarks which have fallen 
from those gentlemen. 
ularly the Indianaelection, and the matters of fraud 
alluded to by the distinguished Senator from that 
State, (Mr. Lane.) hose are matters about 
which, | confess, l am not accurately advised; but 
in the remarks which I shall make, I will briefly 
allude to the speech made by the other Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. Wricut] on that subject. 
The Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Wricnr,} in 


voked the name of Mr. Jefferson.to sustain him 


and those who approve the action of the present | 


Administration in the suspension of the habeas 
corpusand in making arbitrary arrests and placing 
the civil power in subordination to that of the mil- 
itary. 1 donot think, sir, that the name of Mr. 
Jefferson can be justly invoked in aid of such an 
unhallowed prostitution of the Constitution and 
ef the liberties of the people. I will read what 
the Senator says on that subject: 


“ Mr. Jefferson sustained General Wilkinson for suspend. _ 


ing the habeas corpus in New Orleans on the oceasion ot 
certain mili arrests of persons who were suspected of 
complicity in Burr’s expedition, thus justifying the setting 
up.vf military authority over the jurisdiction of the courts 
in times of public danger.” 


That is a charge that Mr. Jefferson sustained 


General Wilkinson for suspending the habeas cor- 


pus in New Orleans; thus justifying the setting up 


of military authority over the jurisdiction of the | 
courts in time of public danger. That, sir, if it” 
be true, is a grave charge against the reputation | 


of Mr. Jefferson. I hope to be able to show that 
no such charge can be justly laid to Mr. Jeffer- 
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I hope the Senator from | 


I shall not notice partic- | 


| certain! 
1] 
1] 
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was devoted to the maintenance of public liber- 
| ty. He, perhaps, more than any other man that 
thas lived in American history, devoted his time 
to that very issue. He was the warm, the devoted, 
, and the ardent advocate of subordinating the mili- 
| tary to the civil power. Sir, if you will refer to 
| the Declaration of Independence, written by him, 

you will find that it is one of the charges against 
|| the British king that ‘he has affected to render 
the military independent of and superior to the 
| civil power.”” He was arraigned, too, for ** de- 
| priving us in many cases of the benefit of trial by 
jury,”’ for * transporting us beyond the seas to be 
tried for pretended offenses.”’ 

These were charges made by Mr. Jefferson 
| against the British king, among the just causes that 


| ; 2 ; 

|| the name of that illustrious chief of the Democ- 

| racy to justify the arbitrary arrests of this day. 

i} Sir, the author of the Declaration of Independence, 
without stultifying himself, never could, at any 


of the civil to the military power. 

| _ But let us see what was done in the case of 
| Swartwout and Bollman. 
| that Mr. Jefferson recommended the suspension 
conspiracy. Such is not the fact. Mr. Jefferson 
never, at any period of his life, as far as d have 


On that point, I shall read two very short ex- 
|| tracts from his correspondence, as given ina note 
to Mr. Justice Story’s Commentaries on the Con- 
stitution, before | proceed to give a detailed his- 
tory—a brief one, however—of his acting and do- 
| ings touching Bollman and Swartwout, who were 


| charged to have been engaged in the conspiracy 
| of Burr: 





1, Mr. Jefferson expressed a decided objection against 
| the power to suspend the writ of habeas corpus in any case 
| whatever, declaring himself in favor of ‘the eternal and 
unremitting force of the habeas corpus law.’ (2 Jefferson’s 
| Correspondence, 274, 291.) ‘Why,’ said he, on another 
| occasion, ‘ suspend the writ of habeas corpus iu insurrection 
| andrebellion?’ ‘If the public safety requires that the “Jov- 
ernment should have a man imprisoned on less probable test 
| imony in those than in other emergencies, let him be taken 
|| and tried, retaken and retried, while the necessity contin 
|| ues, only giving him redress against the Government for 
| damages.’ (2 Jefferson’s Correspondence, 334.) Mr. Jef- 
i] ferson sent a message to Congress on the subject of the sup- 
| posed conspiracy ot Colonel Burr, on 22d January, 1807. 

On the next day, Mr. Giles, of the Senate, moved a com- 
|| mittee to consider the expediency of suspending the writ 

of habeas corpus be appointed, and the motion prevailed. 


|| this purpose. 
|| in the House of Representatives by a vote of 113 tor the 
|| rejection, against 19 in its favor. (See 3 Senate Journal, 


| of Representatives, 26th January, 1807, pp. 550, 551, 552.) 
| That is the recorded opinion of Mr. Jefferson; 
| and upon what ground it can now be said that he 
|| ever was in favor of subordinating the military to 
| the civil power, I am unable to comprehend. It 
does not grow out of anything that oc- 
| curred during the conspiracy of Burr. I have in 
my hand the message transmitted to Congress by 
\| Mr. Jefferson, on the 22d of January, 1807, touch- 
|| ing the conspiracy of Burr; and in that message, 


mits certain affidavits, he says: 


‘* By these it will be seen that of three of the principal 
| emissaries of Mr. Burr, whom the general had caused to 
|| be apprehended, one had been liberated by habeas corpus, 
H and two others, being those particularly employed in the 


|| endeavor to corrupt the general and Army of the United | 


he gives for taking up arms against that sovereign; | 
and yet the Senator from Indiana would invoke | 


period of his life, have advocated the subordinating | 


| 23d January, 1807, p. 127; ihid, 130, 131; 5 Journal of House || 


, 10 || after reciting the facts and stating that he trans- | 
speaking on the subject of arbitrary arrests, in- || 


OBE. 


route to the capital that had been arrested by 


373 


—— 





order of General Wilkinson. What was the course 


of Mr. Jefferson when those persons arrived here? 
That is a matter of public record. When they 


arrived here, Mr. Jefferson, on the 26th of Janu- 


ary, 1807, sent this message to the Senate and 
House of Representatives: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 


| States; 


I received from General Wilkinson, on the 23d fnstant, 
his affidavit charging Samuel Swartwout, Peter V. Ogden, 
and James Alexander with the crimes described in the aff_i- 


| davit, a copy of which is now communicated to both Houses 


of Congress. 

It was announced to me at the same time, that Swart 
woutand Boliman, two of the persons apprehended by him, 
had arrived in this city, in custody each, of a military of. 
cer. I immediately delivered to the Attorney of the United 
States, in this District, the evidence received against them 
with instructions to lay the same before the judges, and 


| apply for their process to bring the accused to justice ; and 


It has often been said | 


| of the habeas corpus during the time of the Burr | 


put into his hands orders to the officers having thet tn 
custody to deliver them to the marshal on his application. 
THOMAS JEFFE ON. 
January 26, 1807. 


There, sir, is the message of Mr. Jefferson. 
That is the way in which he disposed of State 
pameneras Yes the Senator invokes the authority 
of Mr. Jefferson to sustain the arbitrary arrests 
_and imprisonment of citizens of the United States 
by order of the present Administration. 

__ Now, Mr. President, what is the difference? 
| We find that the present Executive suspends the 

writ of habeas corpus. We find that, through the 
instrumentality of his provost marshals, an office 
unknown to the Constitution and laws of the 
country, he seizes persons in almost every section 
of the country; he drags them to distant prisons, 
takes them from the State and district where they 
are charged to have committed offenses, impris- 
| ons them for long months without a hearing, with- 

outeven allowing the public or theprisoner to know 


|| what the chargesagainst them are. Did Mr. Jeffor- 
'| son thus act? Has the President ever sent to thie 


| The committee (Mr. Giles, chairman) reported a bill for || 
The bill passed the Senate, and was rejected | 


|| States, have been embarked by him for ports in the Atian- | 


|| tie States, probably on the consideration that an impartial | 


trial could not be expected during the present agitation of 


'| New Orleans, and that that city was nota safe place of con- | 


finement. As soon as these persons shall arrive, they will 
|| be delivered to the custody of the law, and left to such 
|| course of trial, both as to place and progress, as its func- 

tionaries may direct. The presence of the highest judicial 
|| authorities, to be assembled at this place within a few days, 
| the means of pursuing a sounder course of proceedings 
|| here than elsewhere, and the aid of the executive means, 
| should the judges have vuccasion to use them, render it 
|| equally desirable for the criminals as for the public that, 
'| being already removed from the place where they were first 
|| apprehended, the first regular arrest should take place here, 
| and the course of proceedings receive here their proper 


\ direction.” 

| That is the only clause in that message which 
| alludes to habeas corpus. Mr. Jefferson does not 
even ask of Congress to suspend the writ of habeas 
corpus, but wietaly recites in the message the facts 
|, connected with that conspiracy, and he says one 


} 
| 


son. The whole life of that distinguished man || person had been released, and two others were en | 


Congress the affidavits, the charges upon which 
any single individual has been arrested by his au- 
thority or by the military authority, and told Con- 
gress in a message, as Mr. Jefferson did, that he 
would hand them over to the civil authorities to be 
tried for the offenses they were charged to have 
committed? No,sir. Sofarfromthat,the friends of 
| the President in this Senate and in the other House 
have voted down resolution after resolution de- 
manding to know the charges against citizens who 
had been arrested and torn from their homes with- 
| out charge being publicly made-against them and 
| imprisoned without warrant of law in your north: 
ern bastiles; and when such resolutions have been 
passed—there was one passed at the last seasion 
that [introduced touching certain arrests in Ken- 
tucky—the President has answered that it is in- 
compatible with the public interest to give the 
information. Mr. Jefferson, unasked, sent to 
Congress the affidavit®f General Wilkinson and 
others, on which the arrests were made, and told 
them that he had handed the papers to the law 
officers, and requested that Bollman and Swart- 
wout be arraigned and tried for the offense with 
which they were charged. That was the conduct 
of Mr. Jefferson. How different the conduct of 
| the present Executive! By an unconstitutional 
edict he closes the courts against the accused; he 
never has handed one over to the civil tribunals 
for trial, but, after long months of cruel imprison- 
ment, many have been discharged without trial 
or any charges having been made against them. 

With the facts recorded as | have stated, how 
dare the Senator to assert that Mr. Jefferson de- 
sired, in certain times, the wane to be above 
the civil power? His whole life, his conduct in 
this case of Swartwout and Bollman, shows un- 
mistakably that the honorable Senaior is grossly 
mistaken. 

I am aware, sir, of the letter from which the 
honorable Senator read an extract, in which Mr. 
Jefferson said to General Wilkinson that the ar- 
rest and bringing to this place of two of those gen- 
tlemen, and perhaps the addition of Burr and a 
few. others, would be sustained by public senti- 
ment. But, sir, did the Senator mean to intimate 
that when those persons were brought here Mr. 
Jefferson would have them locked up in a prison 
without trial, without a hearing? No, sir, the 
vety converse was the action of Mr. Jeflerson; and 
the authority adduced by the Senator is directly 
against him, and it comes, too, with crushing 
| power upon the present Administration if their 
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object or intention is to follow the lead of Mr. 
Jefferson in this matter. 

But, sir, what were the factsconnected with that 
Il have before me the fourth volume of 
Cranch’s Reports, in which the case ex parte Boll 
man and ex parte Swartwout is fully reported. I 


cane ; 


will read the first clause of that report, going to | 


show what was done with these persons: 


“ This case enme before the court on an application, by | 


motion, for a habeas corpus, to the marshal of the District 
of Columbia, to bring up the bodies of Samuel Swartwout 
and of Erick Boliman, both of whom had been committed 
by the circuit court of that District, on a charge of treason 
agninst the United States; and for a certiorari to bring up 
the record of the commitment,’’ &c. 


That isa recital of the facts of the case. Swart- 
wout and Bollman had, at the instance of Mr. 


Jefferson, been taken before the circuit court of | 
the United States in this District, and they were | 
committed for further trial. Application was made | 

United States, then | 


to the Supreme Court of the 
in session, for a writ of habeas corpus to investi- 


gate the case, and decide whether they were law- | 


tully or unlawfully imprisoned. They were 


brought before the Supreme Court of the United | 
States, and, after a most elaborate argument, an | 


exhaustive decision was delivered by Chief Justice 
Marshall discharging them. And yet the Sena- 
tor adduces Mr. Jefferson as authority to sustain 
the usurpations of the present Administration. 
Sir, does President Lincoln allow the writ of 
habeascorpus to be executed? No, sir; it has been 
refused over and over again. In the first instance, 
the execution of a writissued by the Chief Justice 
of the United States was refused; and since then 
the execution of writs issued by the judges in 
various States of the Union has been refused, 
and itis now refused. 
the United States have languished in prison for 
months upon months, protesting their innocence, 
demanding to know the charges against them, and 
the President. has refused to allow the courts to 
investigate the cases; and he holds some of them, 
perhaps, to this day, pining in filthy dungeons. 
And yet Mr. Jefferson’s name is to be invoked 
as justifying such conduct. Sir, the whole his- 
tory of that illustrious man proves that he was 


unalterably opposed to all such usurpations of 
All he ever did justify was the seizing || 


power. 
and bringing to this place of those two persons 
He does, incidentally, justify General Wilkinson 
in that; but he never did, as far as | am advised, 
| istify the suspension of the writ of habeas corpus, 

was obliged to the Senator for invoking the name 
of Mr. Jefferson, in order that I might have the 


opportunity of vindicating his name from this | 
charge, and setting the matter right in public | 


opinion. 

1 have frequently heard it stated that Mr. Jef- 
ferson advised the suspension of the writ of habeas 
corpus, but such is not the fact. Read his mes- 
suge. He does not ask that it be suspended. He 
merely gives the facts in® his possession; and, 


thereupon, the Senate of the United States did pass |} 


a bill suspending the writ of habeas corpus for three 
months. That bill went to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and there the son-in-law of Mr. Jetfer- 
son moved to reject the bill, and on his motion 


it was rejected. ‘These are the facts. This is the || 


history as it stands recorded in the annals. In 
no event can the authority of Mr, Jefferson be 
invoked for these arbitrary arrests, and for the 
confinement of persons in these bastiles for long 
months, withouta hearing, without a trial. There 
were two persons brought to him, and he instantly 
handed them over to the courts to be tried. The 


writ of habeas corpus was sued out, and the prison- | 


ers were brought before the court, and discharged 
from imprisonment, Can the Senator point to 


any such action as that on the part of President 
Lincoln? 


Butenough, Mr. President, on that point. The | 


Senator from Indiana undertook to shelter him- 
self by quoting Judge Douglas. 1 well know 
the conduct of Judge Douglas touching all these 
matters 
man announced that war would be disunion, eter- 
nal disunion, he was in favor of its vigorous prose- 
cution after the inauguration of the war; but there 
ure some other things that Senator Douglas said 
ubout that time, with which, if the Senator will 
dllow me, I propose to refresh his memory. Mr. 


Douglas, on the 27th of April, 1861, a short me | 
prior to his death, and after the war had com- | 
menced, delivered a speech before the Legislature |: 


THE CONGR 


| of his own State, in which he used this language, 


| with all frankness and in all sincerity, that I will never } 
|| from those who were trampling it under foot. 


Hundreds of the citizens of 


| the institutions of sovereign States. 


[ know that, although that illustrious | 


ESSIONAL 


to which I invite the attention of the Senator from | 
Indiana: 


litical sense, and I trust T use the word foe in a past sense 
—I can appeal to them with confidence that I have never 
pandered to the prejudice or passion of my section against | 
the minority section of this Union, and will say to you now, | 


sanction nor acquiesce in any warfare whatever upon the 
constitutional rights or domestic institutions of the people 
of the southern States. On the contrary, if there was an 
attempt to invade those rights, to stir up servile insurrec- 
tions among their people, | would rush to their rescue, and 
interpose with whatever of strength [ might possess to de- 
fend them trom such a calamity.” 


That was the utterance of Judge Douglas in one 
of the last speeches that distinguished patriot ever 
made. Flow is it with his follower from Indiana? 


We find that the President has done these very | 


things which Judge Douglas condemned; and in 
that speech he declared that if they were done, he 
would defend the South with all the strength he 
had. We find that the President has attempted 
to overthrow the institutions of the people of the 
South; we find by his proclamation that he is en- 


a : : 
deavoring to incite rebellion and insurrection || 


umong the slaves; and yet the Senator follows the 
President in opposition to the sound, healthy, hu- 
mane, constitutional teachings of his chief, Mr. 
Douglas. 

I had hoped that the honorable Senator would 
have followed the teachings of Mr. Douglas. Sir, 
with that declaration in his mouth, could Mr. 
Douglas, if he were here, approve, as the Senator 
does, of the emancipation proclamation of the 
President? Could Mr. Douglas ever have voted, 
as the Senator has voted, to arm slaves? No, sir; 
no. His proud heart would have rejected with 
contempt any such proposition. The Senator 


| pretends to be the follower of Mr. Douglas; he 


quotes his language; and yet here is a recorded 
speech of that gallant chieftain, one of the last he 


ever made, and made after the war commenced, | 


in which he says he would throw his whole force 
in favor of the South if such things were attempted. 


They are now attempted; they are now being | 


carried out; and the follower of Mr. Douglas is 
shouting huzza! huzza!.to the chief who destroys 
the Constitution of the country and overthrows 
Sir, the Sen- 
ator is again unfortunate in his authority when he 
adduces Mr. Douglas. 

Again: the Senator, in the speech to which I 


| am referring, seems to object greatly to party or- 


ganization, and he makes a fling at fourteen gen- 
Uemen of the free States who had the audacity to 
issue an address to the people of the United States 


| advocating the reorganization of the Democratic 


party. 


The Senator says: 


* Twelve months ago, fourteen men, in the name of De 


| mocracy, less than oue fourth of the Democrats inboth | 
| Houses of Congress, issued their call for the organization 
| of a partyin this bour of our trial ; and to this may be traced | 


the cause of the present division in the North, the bitter par- 
tisan controversies, the indulgence of private feelings, op- 


| position to the draft, the discouragement of enlistments, the 
| arraying of party against party; these are the legitimate 


fruits of such orgamzations at such a time.’ 


Sir, lapprove mosthighly ofthe conduct of those 
fourteen gentlemen. I believe they did right in 


| issuing that address. They stood in this Capitol | 
and they saw that the Constitution and the liber- || 
| ties of the people were about to be overthrown; | 
they saw that the Constitution of their country was | 
violated in almost every vital part by those in au- | 


thority. They, as faithful sentinels on the watch- 
tower of liberty, sounded the alarm tothe people. 
They called attention to the facts; they ceked the 
members of that proud and noble party, the Dem- 
ocratic party, to rally to the rescue; and notwith- 
standing their numbers were few, the result of that 
call has been wonderful indeed, It has resulted, 
as the Senator says, in the overthrow of the Re- 
publican party in Indiana, in Illinois, in Ohio, in 
New Jersey, in New York, and in Pennsylvania; 
and these glorious victories, I trust and believe, 
will roll on until State after State shall rally under 
that proud old banner. 

So far from the Senator censuring, as he does, 
those gentlemen, in my judgment he should ap- 
plaud them for their noble and gallant conduct in 


| sending forth that address to the people whose | 


liberties were imperiled. The Senator makes no 
assault upon the address, but yet he seems to con- 
demn it. What is there in that address to which 
the Senator vbjects? He has made no direct as- 


GLOBE. 


**J think I can appeal to friend and foe—I use it in a po- | 
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| sault upon any part of it. That address, in my 
| judgment, contains many great truths which will 
| exist as long as civil liberty is appreciated. So 
far from these gentlemen being condemned, |! think 
that all lovers of constitutional liberty should ap- 
| prove theirconduct, for in that address they called 

upon the liberty-loving men throughout the whole 
_land to rescue the Constitution of the country 





The ee have nobly, proudly, sublimely re- 
sponded to that call, as is evidenced by the vic- 
tories they have achieved. Every thrust and 
every assault made upon those gentlemen for that 
address will elevate them more and more in the 
esteem of the people. 

The Senator asked a rearot to the Government 
is reconcilable with hostility to the minister who 
administers the Government. 
whole of that sentence: 

“Men boast their loyalty to the Constitution and laws, 
but deny that they owe allegiance toany man. Granted that 

| allegiance is due to the Government under which we live, 
| but is there nothing due tothe agent who is the representa- 
| tive of the unity, power, and strength of the Government? 
| Is loyalty to the Government reconcilable with hostility to 
the minister who administers the Goverament ?” 


I will read the 


The Senator virtually answers the question. 
When you take into consideration the whole text 
you will find that the Senator clearly indicates that 
| hostility to the minister is not reconcilable with loy- 
alty to the Government. Thatis the plain English 
of the honorable Senator’s assertion. 1 differ from 
the honorable Senator upon that point. The world, 
| ever since struggles have been going on between 
|| theexecutive powcr on the one hand, and the con- 
| stitution and civil rights and liberty of the people 
on the other, has differed from the Senator. His- 
| tory is full of illustrations and examples of this 
kind. 1 suppose that the honorable Senator thinks 





|| power, 


| time, struck against executive power. 


that the iron Barons, when at Runnymede they 
|| exacted the great charter from the pusillanimous 
Jolin, were not loyal to their Government because 
they were hostile to the prince that ruled; but, 
sir, the world has attested otherwise. They were 
|| hostile to King John, They struck boldly, they 
struck successfully, for the liberties of the people. 
Their object was to rescue the liberties of the Brit- 
ish people from the hand of that usurping tyrant, 
and they did it; and the whole world from that 
day to this has been filled with their praise, ex- 
cept when they have been assaulted by despots 
and tyrants and their minions. There was a 
party arrayed against the executive power, and 
| they manfully stood their ground until they res- 
|, cued the ancient liberties of the English people by 
| the exaction of the Great Charter from that tyrant 
|| king; and if the Senator had lived in that day, en- 
| tertaining the sentiments he now does, he would 
|| of course have opposed the Barons and adhered 
| to the party of King John. That is not the only 

illustrious example in the history of our ances- 
| tors. In 1628 Parliament demuntion the Petition 
| of Right from another of the British kings, who 

was exercising and-claiming power to which he 
|| was notentitled, under the constitution and laws 
| of the British empire. They fearlessly and boldly 
demanded the Petition of Right as a further secu- 
rity of the liberty of the sia . Theygotit. And 
further: in 1688 there was another struggle that 
resulted in driving an English king from tle 
throne, the second James; and they demanded, 
|| before they allowed his successors, William and 
| Mary,tomount the throne,a Bill of Rights. These 
were struggles against those in power. Were 
|| those men disloyal to their country because of the 








|| hostility shown to the executive, to the minister? 


The Senator, no doubt, would pronounce them 
disloyal. The world has pronounced them hos- 
| tile to the prince, but loyal to the constitution and 
laws of their country, and defenders of the rights 


| and liberty of the people. 
1 _ The instances that I have given are cases where 
'| the people, or the representatives of the people, 





| united against usurpers, agamst the apeeeve 
Each time glorious results followed in 


favor of constitutional and civil liberty. The world 


| is full of illustrious personal examples. I sup 


ose 

| the Senator would differ from the whole world in 

| the eulogy it has passed upon John Hampden, 
upon Algernon Sidney, and Russeil, bold and dar- 
ing friends of civil liberty who, in their day and 

Sir, they 

were hostile to the minister; they were hostile to 

the king because he usurped the powers aoe 
e 


| longed to the people and Parliament. 
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his prerogative beyond its legitimate sphere; he || 


cast down and put under foot the constitutional 


from that day to this, has proclaimed them hon- 
ored martyrs to the cause of constitutional liberty. 


They died resisting the minister; they died in favor || 
of the constitution of their country; yet the Sena- | 


tor thinks loyalty is irreconcilable with opposition 
to the minister. I disagree with the Senator. All 
history condemns his sentiments. The purest and 
the loftiest patriots that have ever lived are those 


who have manfully resisted the encroachments of | 


executive power on the liberties of the citizen. 
History has so pronounced them, and liberty- 
loving men throughout all time will honor their 
memories. 

We who, in our humble way, at this day op- 
pose the usurpations of the present Executive, are 
arraigned for want of loyalty, forsooth, because 
hostility to the minister is not reconcilable with 
loyalty to the Government. The Senator curi- 
ously confounds the Government with the Presi- 
dent. We all owe allegiance to our Government, 
but we owe none to the minister, unless he ad- 
ministers that Government which is intrusted to 
him in accordance with the Constitution and laws 
of his country. When he violates those, in order 
to be loyal to the great principles of constitutional 
liberty we must resist the encroachments of the 
minister, or the rights and liberties of the people 
will be overthrown, That is our duty to-day. 
That liberty-loving men in all past time have 
done, and will do in the future. It is only the 
tools of despots that will do otherwise. 

I grant you that loyalty is due to the Govern- 
ment; allegiance is due to the Government, but 
not to the minister. The Government, Mr. Presi- 
dent, was instituted to protect and secure the 
people in their lives, their liberty, and their prop- 
erty, and whenever it fails to do that, the Gov- 
ernment is no longer desirable. Our Constitution 
was formed for that purpose. Indeed, the Con- 
stitution is the written exposition of the will of 
the people. But the gentleman seems to speak of 
the President as the Government. The Presi- 
dent is no more the Government that the legisla- 
tive department. He is no more the Goverment 
than is the Supreme Court of the United States. 
The President is the creature of the Constitution; 
he can exercise no power but what is delegated 
in that instrument; and the very moment he goes 
beyond those delegated powers, he is a usurper. 
Talk about the President being the Government! 
He is the agent, the instrument of the people for 


the purpose of executing the powers conferred | 


upon the Chief Magistrate by the Constitution, 
just as we and the other House are the agents of 
the people for conducting the legislative depart- 
ment; just as the Supreme Court of the United 
States is the agent for administering the laws. 
The President is no more the Government than 
the judicial or the legislative department. He 
has no power except what he derives from the 
Constitution. He is the creature of it. 1 owe 
the President no more allegiance than he owes me. 
He should be as loyal to the legislative or the ju- 
dicial department, as either of those departments, 
orany members of them, should be to him. In this 
evil day, I hear constantly the President spoken 
ofas being the Government. Those who entertain 
these doctrines seem to me to be willing to lay 
down freedom, and to accept despotism. I have 
not been brought up in that school of politicians. 


] never, never will yield to any such dogma. | 


When the President administers the functions of 
his office according to the Constitution of his coun- 


try, and in a manner that | think is right, | will | 


applaud him. When he goes beyond that, and 


violates the fundamental law, | will condemn him. | 


Away, then, with the doctrine that the President is 
the Government. 
ator should use such language. 

Mr. WRIGHT. If the Senator will permit 
me, as I want to answer him, | will give him now 
the full benefit of my views on that point. Llay 


down this doctrine: under the law of this coun- | 


try, whenever Congress declares war, and war 
exists, it is the duty of all loyal men to sustain, 


trying to save the country in its existence. That 
is my doctrine of loyalty. 

Mr. POWELL. Do | understand you to say 
that Congress has declared war? 





J D | law of the land: 
liberties of the people. The illustrious men whom || 
I have named resisted the tyrant; and the world, | 


| men nor money to carry it on, and so help me God 





| that] was right in the opinion that I then formed. 
| IT love the Constitution of my country. 


| and bring on this people untold evils, onerous 


| we could never hold this people together by arms. 


| that the Senator is now satisfied as to my exact 


| tion consisted in liberty regulated by law. That 
| was my opinion of the life of the nation. 


i| the life of the nation. Was not this nation as much 


| States? 
| the Union may be maintained; but that is not the 
| life of the nation: its life is the Constitution and 


|| in pursuance thereof, not only of the Federal Gov- 





| corpus, and therefore he could do all these things. 
I am astonished that the Sen- || 
| the power of the President to suspend the writ of 
| habeas corpus. It is well known to the Senate that I 

| regard thatasa legislative, notan executive power; 
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Mr. WRIGHT. War is declared. It is the } 
Itis the duty of all loyal men 





by taxes, by money, and in every other way 
Mr. POWELL. Mr. President, | by no means 
concur with the Senator in that. 


That would de- | 
pend altogether on the kind of war. If I thought 
| 


| 


the war was one to overthrow the Constitution of 
my country and the liberties of the people, I would 
give neither men nor money tocarryiton, I be- 
lieve the war in which we are engaged is one of 
that character; consequently | have given neither 


I never will. 1 believed from the beginning that 
this war was brought on for the purpose of over- 
throwing the institutions of the southern States, 
to get rid of the institution of African slavery, 
and, if you could not do it by war, then to dis- 
solvethe Union. Thathas been my opinion from 
| 
| 


the beginning; and when there was a resolution 
introduced here by Mr. Jonnson, similar to the 
one offered by Mr. Crirrenven, | voted against 
it; and [ said in my place that I did not believe 
that it contained the truth; and the facts developed 
from that day to this have confirmed me, and shown 


j I am de- 
voted to the Union of the States. I believed that 
this war would forever tear the Union asunder, 
taxes, heavy debt, and do no good. I believed 
Hence | opposed the war; and, believing that, I will 
support no war which, in my judgment, will be 
attended with such disastrous results. The gen- 
tleman can advocate a war that his conscience 
tells him is wrong; that he thinks will overthrow 
his country, destroy its liberties, destroy its Con- 
stitution, rend it asunder forever, and bring ruin, 
misery, and want upon the States and the people, 
if he chooses; but | will never do it. I will act | 


as an independent Senator; and | am opposed to || 


a war which leads to such consequences. I hope | 
position, 

I hear a great deal said here about the life of the 
nation, Senators seem to think that the Admin- 
istration of Abraham Lincoln, the present Exec- 
utive, is the life of the nation. What, sir, is the 
life of the nation? Isitits area? Isit the num- 
ber of square miles? I thought the life of the na- 
tion was the Constitution, and the laws made in 
pursuance thereof. I thought the life of the na- 


The 
gentleman seems to think that territorial extent is | 


of a living element when we had but thirteen 
I desire that the territorial integrity of 





laws. They are being murdered, in my judgment, 
by the present Executive. I believe the Consti- 
tution Is being overthrown; indeed, I know it; 
Senators know it. They will not defend the Presi- 
dent for it except on the ground of necessity. | 
believe that the constitutional rights of the citizen 
have been cloven down. In this, sir, the life of 
the nation is being fast taken away. Senators ap- 
rove that. I donot. I want the nation to live. 
want it to live in its glorious Constitution, in its 
laws, and extend protection to the life, liberty, and 
property of its citizens. 
But the present Administration is overthrowing 
the Constitution of the country and the laws made 


ernment, but even the constitutions and laws of 
the States, in defiance of the courts, have been sus- 

ended and stricken down. But Senators say the 
President had a right to suspend thre writ of habeas 


Mr. President, lam not going to discuss again 


but there is one question which gentlemen seem | 
to forget when they speak on that point. Suppose | 
the writ of habeas corpus is legitimately suspended, 
can the President of the United States or any of 
his Cabinet ministers lawfully make an arrest? 
Thatis a question which I propounded to the hon- 
orable Senator from Vermont, [Mr. CoLtamer,] | 
but [ could get no answer to it. I propounded it 





to all the Senators on the other side, and I could 





| decreased, in one instance, at least. 
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et no answer. Even if the writ of habeas corpus 


— 


| be suspended legitimately, can the President sus- 
| to sustain the Government and carry on the war \ 


pend the courts in the various States of this Union, 
which he has done virtually, for through his in- 
strumentality the judges are not allowed to per- 


| form the functions of their office in many cases? 


But, Mr. Pres:dent, one word as to the Indiana 
election. It strikes me thatif I had not chosen to 
say a few words in commendation of my brother 
Democrats in the North I should not have been 
assailed in the various modes in which I have 
been; but, as the Democracy of Indiana have no 
representative on this floor, and as 1 am their neigh- 
bor, and as I brought down the terrible thrusts of 
the two distinguished Senators from Indiana on 
them, I deem it my duty to defend them, and I 
will do it to the utmost of my power and ability, 
because I believe they are right; I believe they are 
bold champions of constitutional and civil liberty. 
L.approved their course; and I can tell the gentle- 
men that, notwithstanding all of his popularity, 
all of his eloquence, backed up by the Republican 
party, these gallant knights have overthrown Re- 
publicanism and Abolitionism, and they are this 
day triumphant. I do not claim to be so well 
posted on the facts as to these elections as the 
Senators. They are local matters; but there are 
some things of public notoriety about them that 
I, in common with other men, do know. 1 will 
read an extract from the honorable Senator’s 
speech on that subject. I do not claim to be ac- 


| curately and minutely informed as to the actings 


and doings of political yvarties in that State; but 
there are certain facts that are matters of public 
record, that are accessible to me, as they are to 
every other gentleman in the country, and I wish 
to apply the Senator’s statement to that touch- 
stone, to that record evidence, which I will do, 
and see how far he has darkened my vision. I 


| will read this extract from the Senator’s speech: 


* The Senator from Kentucky has spoken of other man- 
ifestations of loyalty in the late elections; and he spoke 
with an air of triumph of the ‘gallant Democracy’ of my 
own State, and of others. I may darken the bright vision 
of the honorable Senator; but the cause of truth inflexibly 
requires that I should tell him how much he is mistaken. 
Instead of the election in Indiana being evidence of oppo 
sition tothe Government, the gentlemen who sustained the 
Administration by voting for the tax law and other great 
measures of the Administration have been reélected by 
large and increased majorities; while the votes of those 
were reduced who voted against the tax law—in one in 
stance, at least.” 


There is a distinct avowal of the honorable Sen- 
ator that those members who voted for the tax law 
and other measures of the Administration were 
elected by increased majorities, while the major- 
ities of those who voted against the tax law were 
With that 
statement of fact, which the Senator says truth 
compels him to make, he thinks he will darken 
my vision. Now, sir, in order that truth may be 


| vindicated, I will give a few scraps from the his- 


tory of the Indiana election to show that the Sen- 
ator is mistaken—I say mistaken; of course I will 
not insinuate that he would willfully misrepresent. 
There are in Congress from Indiana five Re- 
publicans who voted for the tax law, for the con- 
fiscation bill, and the other leading measures of 
the present Administration; and I will show to 
the Senate how they fared in that elections He 
says they were all reélected by increased majori- 
ties. Mr. Juzian is a member of the present Con- 
ress, who voted for all these extreme measures. 
Te has been elected to the next Congress; but his 
majority is decreased 2,878 compared with what 
it was before. Mr. Corrax has been reélected to 
the next Congress, not by an increased majority, 
for his majority has been reduced 3,173. They 
are the only two Republicans reélected to the next 
Congress who voted for those measures, and their 
majorities have decreased 6,051 votes. The Sen- 
ator says they were all reélected. Mr. Dunn, Mr. 
Mircnretz,and Mr. Suanxs, of the House of at 
resentatives, voted for the measures I have indi- 
cated; but, instead of being reélected, they were 
defeated. Those three gentlemen were elected ta 
1860 by majorities amounting begptber to 6,901. 
Last fall they were defeated by Harrington, Eul- 
gerton, und McDowell, Democrats, by majorities 
amounting in the aggregate to 2,739. These ar 
facts that I take from the record, The Senatur 


says all the members who sustained the measures 


of the Administration were reélected. Sir, | sup- 


| pose the political ghosts, the shadows of Duns 
land Mircuece and Suanxs were filled with sur-- 
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a ne 
prise at the Senator’s statement; but he was mis- 
taken. So far from their having been reélected, 
they are among the politicians that are defunct. 
The lion-hearted Democracy in the persons of the 
gallant Harrington, Edgerton, and McDowell, 
have rolled the car of Democratic progress over 
them, and they exist as Congressmen no more 


after the 4th of March; but their places will be | 


filled by true Democrats, I am surprised that my 
worthy friend could have been so much mistaken 
about matters-in his own State. 1 know it is an 
honest mistake, but it is a most egregious one. 
Where, sir, in that State did the battle wage 


the fiercest? Mr. Voornnees, who represented | 


the seventh congressional district of Indiana, was 
elected in 1860 by a majority of 1,014; he was 
reélected in 18G2 by 2,481, an increased majority 
of over fourteen hundred. Itis well known that 


that gallantand cloquent champion of the Democ- | 
racy voted against all these extreme measures at 


the last session of this Congress. Itis known that 
he more fiercely than any other man in that House, 
perhaps, denounced the Administration for its 





profligacics, its corruptions, and its venalities. It || 


is well known throughout the whole valley of the 


Mississippi that all the power and force of the | 


Republicans were directed against that eloquent 
and noble young champion of the constitutional 
liberties of the people. It was the seventh con- 
gressional district against which the Republic- 
ans of Indiana, more than any other district, 
aimed their blows; there the battle waged fiercest, 
and what was the result? He was gloriously and 
triumphantly elected by an increased majority of 
over fourteen hundred votes, and no man can sa 

that the fight did not rage fiercer in the sevent 

district than any other, 
bright and a burning light in the camp of the De- 
mocracy. He wastheir favorite, and all the hordes 
of Republicanism tried to beat down that noble 
and eloquent young champion, but they failed. 
The gallant and noble-hearted Democracy of that 
district took him in their arms and bore him aloft 
and placed him again in Congress over the heads 
of all of his assailants and adversaries. No man 


Mr. Voonnees was a 


was ever hunted more fiercely in a political con- 


test. 


But, sir, in the latter part of the statement of the | 


Senator he gays that in at leastone instance those 
who voted against the tax law were returned by 
reduced majorities. There was Judge Law, an 


honest and pure patriot and an able statesman, in | 


the first congressional district; his majority fell 
off 365 votes; he was elected, however, by a ma- 
jority of 2,384. It fell off only 365, and put him 
and Vooruges together, and the two increased 
their majority over a thousand votes; but, sir, the 


majority of Judge Law, as I am informed by the | 


peor in that district—for I live upon its* very 
vorder—was reduced because the Democrats from 


that district were in the war. Thatis the declara- | 


tion, but the decrease was very insignificant. He 


is a true and noble-hearted old patriot, and he | 


voted against all these extreme measures. 

Now, sir, the gentleman may try to get hope 
from the fact that, in the second congressional 
district, Mr. Cravens voted in favor of the tax law. 
Mr. Cravens is the distinguished Representative 
of the second district. He was elected in 1860 by 
n majority of 540; in 1862, he was reélected by a 
majority of 4,700, an increased majority of 4,160. 

It is true, so far as the tax law is concerned, 
that Mr. Cravens voted for it; but it is also true 
that Mr. Cravens voted against the negro meas- 
ures of the President. He voted againsi the con- 
fiscation bill; he voted against arming negroes; 
he voted against the negro policy throughout; and 
he adhered to the organization of the Democratic 
party. If he was wrong in voting for the tax law 


~and, as to thatact, I will not blame or praise it— | 


many were his virtues in opposing all the radical | 


doctrines of the abolitionists, who propesed to 
overthrow the institution of slavery, to arm the 
slaves, and to pass an unconstitutional confisca- 


tion bill, The gallant people of his district forgave | 
I do not say | 


him for that error, if error it was. | 
it was an error, though [| voted against the tax 


law myself. They triumphantly returned him by | 


4,700 majority. He did not do as the Senator 
did—leave the Democrati¢_ organization—and he 
now stands in his seat in ¢ House of Represent- 
atives; and I read, the other day, a noble speech 
of his, made in that House, in which he bold! 

arraigned the President for his negro policy. He 


| 
| 


| 
| 
i 


| sowing dissensions among sections, stimulate the local pre- | 
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stands shoulder to shoulder with the constitu- |) 


tional Democracy on these questions. 


January 19, 











erty protected by law. That has been the creea 
of that time-honored party in the service of which 


In another district, Mr. Houtman was reélected. || the Senator has devoted his life until this unhappy 


On reference to the Journals, | find that Mr. Hot- | 
mAN did not vote at all upon the tax law. I 
have heard it said that he has stated that, if he 
were present, he would have voted for it; but Mr. 
Houtman, also, was against the Administration 
upon all these extreme measures. He was against 
all their emancipation negro policy; he was against 
their confiscation bill, as I am advised; and he 
was reélected by a majority of 2,934; whereas he 
was clected, in 1860, by a majority of only 292. 
His majority, therefore, was increased 2,742. 
Then, when the matter is summed up, it seems 
that of those who advocated the confiscation bill 
and the emancipation negro policy of the Presi- 
dent, not-one was reélected by an increased ma- 
jority. Twoof them were reélected, but by very 
much diminished majorities. The two who voted 
against the tax law and all radical measures of 
the Administration are members of the next Con- 
gress. ‘T'wo more, one who voted for the tax law 
and another who did not, but avowed that he 
would perhaps have voted for it if he were pres- 


ent, and who voted against the confiscation and | 


emancipation policy, were reelected by increased 
majorities. How the Senator can reconcile these 
facts with the statement he made in his speech 


about the Indiana election, I leave it for him to || 


decide. He is certainly more mistaken than a 
gentleman ever was about an election in his State, 
for | do not conceive how a gentleman could be 


more profoundly in error than the Senator has || 


exhibited himself in that statement. 

Mr. President, the Senator speaks a good deal 
about Democracy. He quotes in his speech a 
certain resolution passed in Indiana, and then 
proceeds to say: 


** Such are the appeals made to the peopic in the name of 
Democracy. ‘O! Liberty, what atrocities are committed 


in thy name !? was the uttered sentiment of Madame Ro- | 


land. O! Democracy, how art thou abused by thy lip- 
worshipers! If Democracy requires that I shall assist in 


| judices of one State against another, and thus foment in- 


ternecine strife where there should be undisturbed harmony, 
I shall cease to be a Democrat.” 


Does not the honorable Senator know that his 
course in Congress makes him liable to this very 


charge? What more could he do to sow strife be- | 


tween the sections of the country, than to advo- 
cate the emancipation proclamation of the Pres- 
ident, the confiscation bill, and the arming of 
slaves? The conduct of the Senator could not have 
been shaped better to effect the very object of 
which he complains. He says thatall this is done 
in the name of Democracy. With great deference 
to the honorable Senator, I will notsay what name 
he wears politically; but there is one thing I do 
know, the acts to which I have alluded were not 
done in the name of Democracy. The gentleman 
is not acting with the Democracy; he is acting 
with the opponents of the Democracy; he was 


| acting with the Republicans and the extreme abo- 


litionists when he did these things. I hope the 
Democracy will never be charged with the votes 


of the Senator. He was without the organization | 


in his own State; was in battle array against it, 
traversing his State from one end to the other, 
making political speeches against the organization 
of the Democracy in Indiana. They regarded him 
as out of their organization; and in addition to 
having to beat the Republicans and the aboli- 


tionists united, they had to overcome the great || 


popularity and potentinfluence of the Senator him- 
self, thrown into the scale with the abolitionists. 
That is what made the triumph more signal. They 
not only triumphed over their ancient enemies, 
but one of their most popular and famous leaders 
had deserted their standard; in a word, he had left 
the household of the faithful and had joined the 
tents of the wicked, and was doing battle against 
his old friends; and yet they conquered them all. 
I hope the action of the honorable Senator ma 
never be quoted as the doings of a Democrat. 
know how the Democracy of Indiana regard him, 
as outside of the organization. 

But, sir, the Democracy have been a party that 
have ever stood firm to the Constitution of their 
country. They have resisted encroachments upon 
it from the days of Jefferson to thishour. Itisa 
party of law and order. They know that we can 

ave Se only by observing the Constitution 
and faithfully executing it. y believe in lib- 


civil war; and after the Senator went out of that 
|| organization, we find him voting for confiscation 
bills, and for measures to arm the slaves. 

The Senatoradvocates the suspension of the writ 
| of habeas corpus by the Executive; he is in favor of 
the negro emancipation proclamation of the Pres- 
ident. This speech, if gentlemen will read it, will 
show that he approves it fully, not in so many 
words, but the inference is so clear there can be no 
doubt about it. He goes in for the martial-law 
proclamation, and he tells us that he wants to see 
| one hundred thousand slaveholders running one 
| way and amillion negroes another way. Where 
| does he want the one hundred thousand slave- 
holders to go? Into the Gulf? Where does he 
| want the million negroes to go? Does he wam 
them to go to the State of Indiana, or the free 
|| North? Itis clear from that declaration of the Sen- 
| ator that he does not wish the Union restored as 
| it was, with the Constitution as it is, because the 
| slave owners and slaves were then together. The 
| Senator wants them apart, the masters to go one 
| way and the negroes the other. 
|| The Senator favors this proclamation of the 
| 
| 





President, and he says he has supported, and will 
support, the President in all his great measures. 
| The President has been dodging about a good 
| deal, as much so as a cunning fox, when hotl 

|| pursued by a pack of hounds. We find the Pres- 
|| ident, in his inaugural address, declaring that un- 
der the Constitution he has no power, and he 
| says he has no inclination, to interfere with the 
| institution of slavery in the States. We find 
| him, after the war had commenced, after the as- 
| sault had been made on Fort Sumter, through 
| the mouth of his Secretary of State, on the 22d 
| 
| 





of April, 186], in a dispatch to Mr. Dayton, de- 
claring that the President has no power under the 
|| Constitution to interfere) with slavery in the 
States; and that, let the revolution result as it 
may, the status of this institution will remain the 
|} same. These are the recorded opinions of the 
|| President before and after the war. The Senator, 
|| 1 suppose, agreed in all those opinions, as the 
|| great measures of the Administration. We find 
him now approving of the emancipation procla- 
mation, which is directly in contravention of the 
recorded opinions of the President in his inau- 
gural address and his communications to our for- 
eign embassadors, through his accredited organ, 
the Secretary of State. 

But, sir, although the Senator approves of all 
| these things, the Democracy of the country can- 
| not approve of them. They will stand by the 
| Consutution of their country. They will assail 
all who attack that sacred instrument, no matter 
who they are, whether they are those who have 
| never been in our organization, or those who have 
| recently gone from it. We shall treat them as the 
|| enemies of the constitutional liberty of the coun- 
try, and stand on its defense. Some gentlemen 
seem to be very much frightened at the recent 
successes of the Democratic party. I tell them 
|| now that we are going to stand to our posts; we 
are going to rescue the Constitution of the coun- 
try from those who now assail it; we intend to 
drive the Goths and the Vandals from the capital; 
and in my judgment, after the next presidential 
| election, we shall have possession of this Govern- 
| ment, so far as the Executive and the other de- 





|| partments are concerned, I do not suppose that 

| we shall get this Senate, but the other departments 
| we shall have. We intend to maintain the con- 
} stitutional rights of all the States, and in no event 
will we allow the fundamental law to be over- 
| thrown, 

| 

| 





Gentlemen might just as well cease their as- 
saults on the Democracy. We shall soon have 
the power to carry out our doctrines, and we in- 
tend to do it. e have won glorious victorics 
already, in spite of your bastiles and the suppres- 
_ sion of the freedom of the press. All those things 
have but increased our strength. We shall go 
} on to conquer. It is our mission to restore the 
'| Constitution, and with the blessing of God we 
i} 


_ shall accomplish it. : 

| But the honorable Senator makes another singu- 

| lar assertion which I will read. It is this: 
“Ifthe people of the rebellious States really desire to 


their rights under the Constitution, they have it in 
tule power tb do eo at once, the door is open before them. 
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They have but to aceept of the invitation of the President, 
Jay down their arms, and return to their allegiance to the 
Government, and they will find at once that the Constitu- || 
tion is the palladium of their rights and liberties.” 

Now, I ask the Senator in all candor, how can | 
the Constitution, with all the rights those people 
had under it, be restored tothem, should they re- 
turn? The President has issued a proclamation 
declaring three millions of their slave property to 
be free. I look upon that proclamation as utterly 
unconstitutional and void; but the Senator thinks 
he had the power to issue it. If he had the power 
to issue it, then I ask the honorable Senator has 
the President the power, on the return of these | 
people to the Union, to put the chains on their | 
slaves as well as to strike themoff? Ifthose three 
millions are emancipated by his proclamation, can 
he declare them slaves again? I suppose none | 
will advocate that doctrine; and yet, as a logical 

roposition, if he had the power to do the one he 
on the power to do the other. Sir, he has the 
power to do neither. Thus it will be seen that if 
the policy of the President and the Administration 


be carried out, it would be utterly impossible for || 


these people to be restored to their rights as they 
were under the Constitution before their secession 
took place. 

The honorable Senator, after talking about ex- 
termination and all that kind of thing, becomes 
exceedingly pious, and he makes a quotation from 
the Bible that I very heartily approve of. I will 
read it. If some of us who have not favored the 
present Administration had used it, I suppose it 
would have been taken as an indication that we 
were in favor of a dissolution of the Union: 

“T have often thought that we should not suffer if we had 
more of the spirit of Abraham, who could say to Lot— 

“* Let there be no strife, [ pray thee, between me and thee, 
and between my herdsmen and thy herdsmen; for we be 
brethren. Is not the whole land before thee? Separate thy- 
self, [ pray thee, from me. If thou wilt take the left hand, 
then J will go to the right; or if thou depart to the right 
hand, then I will go to the left.’ ”” 

That, sir, is truly a Christian spirit. | wanted 
no strife. I believed honestly that strife would 
result in separation, in heavy national debts, and 
the loss of thousands and hundreds of thousands 
of our young men, rendering the households of 
the people of the whole land full of lamentation 
and mourning, almost as much so as the house- 
holds of Egypt when the edict went forth that the 
first-born of every house should be slain. I be- 
lieved all these things would happen. They have, 
in a great measure, come to pass; and hence I was 
opposed to strife and bloodshed. One would im- 
agine from the quotation I have just made that the 
Senator wanted them to go in peace, if we could 
not live together in amity and harmony. I con- 
fess I would rather see them go in peace than to 
see an effort to hold the Union together by force 
of arms, which will be utterly futile. While I de- 
sire all the States to remain together; if there is no 
other means of keeping them together than war, 
I believe that that can never accomplish it. If you 
could not hold them together by compromise and 
concession, which I believe could have been done— 
I have no doubt about that—you should have let 
them go, and instead of conducting this foolish 
war have made a close treaty of commerce and 
amity, given them constitutional guarantees, and, 
perhaps, they would have all been back before 
this time. I never had any faith in the idea of 
holding these States together by arms, and I never 
shall believe it until it is a demonstrated fact. 

But let us sec how the Christian teaching of the 
Senator corresponds with what he says in other 
parts of his speech. The Senator, speaking of 
the means of carrying on this war, says: 

“Call it what you may, apply any appellation that your 
fancy may suggest—be it invasion, conquest, subjugation, 
abolitionism—if no other resource be left to preserve the 
life of the nation, the rebellion must be crushed by fire and 
the sword, by the fagot and death and destruction.” 

That is the utterance of the Senator, and then 
a Kittle while afterwards he gives the Christian 
words that I reada moment ago. How does the 
Senator reconcile the two? Again, | find the Sen- 
ator using this language: 

“This may be a war of extermination ; but this country 
has to be saved, cost what it may- Ifthe Army had cut 
off the railroads in the South when it had possession of 
them ; if the fire and the sword and the fagot, if necessary, 
had been used to take the means of the rebels out of their 


ee you would have bgen nearer peace to-day than 
ou are. 


How does the Senator reconcile these ferocious 
sentiments with the quotation he gives us from the 








THE CO 








|| Is that the spirit that animated the early Chris- 


j}army to subdue them. 


|, down upon the fair plains of Italy. The ferocity | 
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Bible about Abraham and Lot? I confess | can | 
see nothing of the spirit of Christianity about it. 


( 


tians?) We have some historical incidents of the || 
spirit of those times. Theodosius the Great, after 
he became emperor of the whole of the Roman 
empire,in the early age of Christianity, had many 
seditions to contend with. The large cities were 
seditious. One of the greatest of these seditions 
was that of Thessalonica. Theodosius sent his 
They murdered some 
three or four thousand of those people. When 
Theodosius presented himself shortly afterward 
at the portals of the church, he was turned back 
and cut off from the communion, by Ambrose, 
Archbishop of Milan. Thus we find one of the 
Christian fathers rejecting and throwing out from 
| the bosom of the Church, for the time being, the 
one under whose authority those cruel deeds were 
done. 

The Senator from Indiana says he will make 
use of fire, the sword, and the fagot to put down 
the rebellion. Sir, it ill comports with the doc- 
trine which he teaches us from the Bible. Hesays 
| he would destroy all their substance. Does not 
the honorable Senator know that under the laws 
of nations, as laid down by all writers in this 
Christian age; by our own Kent, as well as by 
Vattell, and all the law writers on the subject, that 
private property is not to be taken by an enemy, 
except upon full equivalent? That is the doctrine | 
laid down by all modern international law writers 
of our own country, as well as others; and yet 
the Senator, in his ferocious zeal to destroy those 
people, would visit them with the fagot and the 
sword, He would destroy the whole of their sub- 
| stance, and, necessarily, would leave their women 
| and children to starve to death. 
| Why, sir, the Senator seems to desire to carry 
on this war on the same principles that the Goths | 
and Vandals and Huns did when they poured | 


| he advocates is almost equal to that of Attila the 
| Hun, who was said to be ‘‘ the terror of the world 
| and the scourge of God.’’ Thatcelebrated chief 
| boasted that no grass grew where his war-horse’s 
hoofs marked the earth. 
| The Senator advocates the use of the fagot and 
| the sword, death and destruction in the putting 
| down of the rebellion, and at the same time 
| throws into his speech the most Christian senti- 
| ments about Abraham and Lot parting in peace. 
| It seems to me that is strikingly inconsistent. I | 
| hope my friend may be animated by those Chris- | 
tian feelings, and that he will dismiss this fero- 
cious spirit in which he talks about the use of the 
| fagot and the fireand the sword. Sir, I think it 
is unbecoming a Christian age and a Christian 
country. I know it is unbecoming the Christian 
character of the honorable Senator. I trust he 
used those expressions in hot haste, and that he |) 
has already repented of them. It is not in accord- 
ance with the sublime teachings of Christianity; | 
it is not in accordance with the genius of the age; 
it is utterly shocking to every impulse of hu- 
manity. Make war upon those who have arms 
in theirhands; but for God’s sake do not go with 
fagot and fire and sword, and destroy all they 
have, and leave the poor women and children to 
starve. Do it,sir,and you willbe a byword and 
a reproach to all the nations of the earth. All 
Christendom will rise up in condemnation of such 
horrid barbarities. And yet that is the doctrine 
preached here by those who are in favor of this 
war. Had you carried on the war under and 
within the Constitution of the country, and main- 
tained sacredly the constitutional rights of the 
people, in my judgment you would now be much 
nearer the close of this war than you are. In- 
stead of doing that, you have managed to unite | 
all the southern people, and by this kind of as- 
saults upon the Constitution created divisions in 
the North. 

Senators talk about divisions in the North. 
Sir, let me tell you why they are there. 
cause those in power have not conducted the war 
within the Constitution. It is because those in 
power have violated the Constitution. It is be- 
cause the great rights and liberties secured by that 
instrument to the people of this land have been 
stricken down. Itis because those in power have 
violated it in almost every vital part. They have 
not adhered to it at all; and the people, finding 
that there was a revolution at home, perhaps more 
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taken up the cudgels for themselves. The peo 
begin to see that the Union cannot be restored 
/arms; hence they are becoming disgusted with 
the war. What boots it to a free people whether 
| they retain the territorial extent of their country 
or not, if their Constitution and liberties are cloven 
downand a military dictatorsways his scepter over 


| alty or what 
| this battle in 
| the people, and we will oppose all those who as- 
| sail the Constitution of the country. 











Jangerous to them than that in the South, have 
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this once free land? Hence it is that the people, in 
order to save their own liberties, have risen u 
against this present Administration, and they wilt 
put it down, as they oughttodo. Thatis no evi- 
dence at all that they are in sympathy with this re- 
bellion. I know thatgentlemen, when they come 
to defend this Administration, try to place it there. 
You cannot rest the argument there, sir. Because 
we choose to defend the people from the assaults 
made by the Executive against their constitutional 
liberty and their dearest rights of property, you 
cannot cry out that we sympathize with the re- 
bellion. No, sir; those are the best friends of the 
Government who stand firmly and inflexibly by 
the constitutional rights of the people. Dema- 
gogues may say what they will, but this thin 
of crying “ disloyalty”’ is a game that is pines 
out. It can deceive nobody. We scorn it and 
You may shout disloy- 


treat it with contempt. 
_ will; but we will go on with 
avor of the constitutional rights of 


Gentlemen 
may say, ‘* You say nothing about the rebels.” 
Why, sir, we are not speaking of them. Wedo 
not approve of what they have done; but we are 
resisting encroachments upon our rights here. 
That is the point at which we expect gentlemen 
to meet the argument. 

Mr. President, I have said briefly, somewhat 
crudely, I know disjointedly, what I had intended 
to say in reply to the honorable Senator from In- 
diana. In the remarks that I have made I have 
referred to him with the greatest kindness, and 
with a great personal regard for him; but he was 


| about ta leave the Senate, and I did not desire the 
| speech he had made to go out without some re- 


ply, particularly as more than half of it was de- 
voted to myself. I thought that many of the Sen- 
ator’s positions were exceedingly wrong, and I 
have, in my humble way, tried to set them right. 
I thought the statements he made with regard to 
the Indiana election were not in accordance with 
the facts, and | have attempted to show it. If I 
had time I should like to say a word in reply to 
a remark made by the honorable Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Antnony] the other day; but 
I shall not do it now. I will reserve that for some 
other time. The honorable Senator from Indiana 
wishes to reply to me, and I will now give him 
that opportunity. 

Mr. WRIGHT, Mr. President, I beg the in- 
dulgence of the Senate to make a brief reply to 
the Senator who has just concluded his address. 
If the circumstances by which I am surrounded 
were of a different character, | should, perhaps, 
have preferred to make my remarks on some othet 
occasion; but the Senate will appreciate my posi- 
tion when I say it is due to myself that | should 
speak now, as I know not how soon my succes- 
sor may arrive. 

Mr. President, what I shall say will be in a 
plain, uuprepared, western way, and answer, to 
some extent, my honorable friend from Kentucky. 
1 may call him friend, for we have been on good 
terms, are now, and I still desire that nothing shall 
ever interrupt our personal my He has 
ever treated me with kindness, and I hope | have 
always reciprocated it. Politically, we are apart 
as far as men can be. 

And now, laying aside for a moment all that 
portion of the benstor's remarks about driving 
out the Goths and Vandals, and the reiteration of 
the remarks he made some weeks ago about de- 
stroying the Constitution, I have a little account 
to settle in the name of Democracy. I believe I 
may claim at least to be as old in that old-fash- 
ioned creed as my honorable friend from Ken- 
tucky. But before doing this, I will dispose of an 
allusion he has made to the Indiana election. The 
remarks that I made on that point will bear no 
such construction as has been given to them; for 
I always speak from the record before me. No 
man should have understood me assaying in my 
remarks that every man from Indiana in this Con- 
gress who voted for the tax bill was reélected by 








, 





378 


a large vote. The remark was made in relation 
to those who called themselves Democrats; and it 


will bear no other construction. I did say—and | 
the records will sustain me—that there were four 
gentlemen, calling themselves Demoerats, in the 
House of Re prescntatives—two of whom voted | 
for the tax bill as it passed the House, or rather 
one was absent who would otherwise have voted 
for it, and two voted against it. The Lwo ge ntle- 
men who sustained the Government by voting for | 
the tax bul were reelected by increased majorities; 
one, that had previously been elected by only three | 
or four hundred, was reélected by five thousand 
majority; and the other gentlemau’s vote was in- | 
creased in a similar ratio. In the case of one of 
the other gentlemen, his vote was reduced. 

Having disposed of this matter, I wish briefly | 
to answer the Senator’s idea of Democracy. | 
want to have that word defined. 1 want to know 
whether he is inside of a pure healthy organiza- 
tion of thet grand and good old party; there are 
certain profound principles of government, cer- | 
tain great landmarks that cling around this time- 
honored organization, and to which attach the 
proudest and dearest recollections of my life. Do 
they live, or have they perished? There was a 
time in the history of this war when there was a 
degree of unanimity in relation to the purpose for 
which this war was carricd on; when all parties 
came proudly and patriotically to the President, 
and threw at his feet all the treasure and men that 
conjoined, united effort could promise or furnish. 
But, sir, in the progress of ime and events, dis- 
aster overtook our armies, and gloom overspread 
the hearts of the people. Itwasa perilousmoment, 
and in its darkness selfish men, bad men, plotted 
party schemes, and threw this demon of discord 
and strife into the councils of the country, and 
turned it loose among the people. In the begin- 
ning, true to the glorious record of its past his- 
tory, the Democratic party stood proudly and 
sternly beside all other loyal partisans, in the 
great struggle to which the country was called— 
that of crushing a stupendous and wicked rebel- 
lion—ranging itself, under the lead of Douglas and 
Johnson, of Tennessee, alongside the President, 
in support of the war, then, as now, to be waged 
for the restoration of Federal authority in the rebel 
States. The Senator from Kentucky undertakes 
to define what are the objects and purposes of this 
war. He says it is not carried on within the scope 
of the Constitution, as it should be. I send tothe 
Secretary, and ask him to read ,a resolution passed 
by Congress in July, 1861, defining the purposes 
and objects of the war, and when he has done so 
I shail have a word or two to say in relation to 
the vote upon it, 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

* Resolved, That the present deplorable civil war bas 
been forced upon the couutry by tie disuuionists of the | 
southern States now in revolt against the constitutional 
Government, and in arms around the capital; that in this 
national emergency, Congress, banishing all teeling of mere 
passion Or resenunent, will recollect only its duty to the | 
whole cougtry; that this war is not prosecuted upon our 
part in arf’ spirit of oppression, nor for any purposes of 
conquest or subjugation, ner purpose of overthrowing or 
intericring with the rights or established institutions of 
those States, but to defend and maintain the supremacy of 
the Constitution and all laws made in pursuance thereof, 
and to preserve the Union with all the dignity, equality, 
and rights of the several States unimpaired ; that as soon 
de Liese objects are accomplished the war ought to cease.”’ 

Mr. WRIGHT. Me. President, that resolu- 
tion was tutrodyced in the House of Representa- | 
tives, and received the vote ofevery Democrat and 
every Republican in that House but two. Of 
course, | speak of the vote actually cast; there were 
some men who did not vote. It received every | 
vote in the Senate, I believe, except four. Those 
four were my: honorable friend from Kentucky, 
Mr. Johnson of Missouri, Mr. Polk of Missouri, 
and the Senator from Ulinois, [Mr. TrumBuxt,) 
but the record contains the reason given by him 
at that time for that vote, 

Mr. POWELL. If the Senator will allow me, | 
1 will state that L gave the reasons why I did not | 
vote for that resolution at the time, and they are 
upon the record. A few moments ago IL alluded 
tw the fact that I had voted against that resolu- | 
tion. Istated-when it was before the Senate, and 
iu is recorded in the Globe, that I voted against it 
because | did not believe it contained the truth. 
1 believed that the war was brought on agimuch 
by the aboliuonists of the North as by the dis- 
unionists of the South. I did not believe, from 
what 1 saw around me at that ume, that those 
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| Democracy, it is a new definition of Democracy 





| ive glance at the history of this party. 
| are periods in the history of this country during | 


| some of the tests and principles of Democracy. 


inside the Democratic organization? 
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who were prosecuting the war were waging it for || institutions of this country. They are devising 
| every means within the power of the nation to 


the purpose of reinstating the Union as it was. | 
Subsequent events have proved to me that I was | 
right. 
Mr. WRIGHT. Well, Mr. President, the rec- 
ord is there. That resolution embraces exactly 
what the Senator has said in his speech to-day 
about the war being conducted under the Consti- 
tution. We have the solemn vote upon that res- | 
olution recorded; and there is this remarkable fact 
in regard to it: every man in the House of Rep- 
resentatives who voted against that resolution, 
and every gentleman who voted against it in the 


| Senate, with the exception of my friend from 


Kentacky and the gentleman to whom I have re- 
ferred before, | believe are now in the rebel army. 
Besides, sir, if that resolution contains the true 
Democratic doctrine, as he professes to be a Dem- | 
ocrat—and every Democrat in the House except | 
two voted for it, and all in the Senate except two 


| voted for it—I shall have to read the Senator out 


of the party, because the majority was against 
him. 

But I desire to come to another touchstone, 
another test. The Constitution gives to Congress 
the power to declare war. When war is declared, 
is it Democratic, or in accordance with the history | 
of the Democratic party, to oppose that war and 
to oppose the appropriations to carry it on, to 
furnish arms, and to pay our soldiers? If that is 


to me. 
I ask the honorable Senator to take a retrospect- 
There | 


the last fifty or sixty years in which we can find 


There was a Jefferson, and there was a Burr; one 
was President, and the other Vice President. 
Were they not both inside the Democratic organ- 
ization? There was a Jackson, and there was a 
Calhoun; one was President, and the other Vice 
President. I desire to know if they were not both 
Then there 
was Douglas, and there was Breckinridge; one 
the Vice President of the United States, occupy- 
ing the seat you now occupy, sir; and the other 
a leading Senator, a candidate for the Presidency. 
They were both inside the Democratic organiza- 
tion. I want the Senator from Kentucky to tell 
me, does he take the Jefferson, the Jackson, the | 
Douglas Democracy; or does he take the Burr, 
the Calhoun, the Breckinridge Democracy? I do | 
not wish him to invoke the Democracy that has 
been prostituted by men for base and vile pur- 
poses. A large majority of those Democrats who 
acted with him in the last Presidential contestare | 
now in the rebel army, attempting to tear down 
thisGovernment. I do not belong to that Democ- 
racy. The mass of the Democratic party of In- 
diana do not belong to it; and whenever they have 
a fair opportunity they willshow what they mean. 

The Senator has alluded to a remark of mine 
which has been commented on by one of the lead- 
ing papers of my State—a paper that has, per- 
haps, more influence than any other in the State 
—and that paper, in alluding to the same remark, 
uses almost precisely the Senator’s language. It 
says: 

* Governor Wrieut, in his speech in the Senate, said 
he wanted to see a hundred thousand slaveholders running 
one way, and a million negroes the other. Which way do 
you wish to see the negroes running, Governor? 


the borders of Indiana, we apprehend your constituents will 
not be likely to second your wish.’ 


Therein lies one secret about our election, and 
I am glad the Senator has given me an opportu- 
nity to explain it. When I voted nearly twelve 
months ago for an article of war refusing to allow 
our Army to be engaged in sending back negroes 
to disloyal men, there was a how! all over the 
State by these same editors that the negroes ought 
not to be touched, and that in this controversy it 
was wrong to do anything with them. Sir, in the 
last contest these same men everywhere upon the 
stump advocated the employment of negroes for 
building fortifications, doing the labor of the sol- 
diers. Nota man could have been elected in my 
State if he had wken the other ground, so rapid 
has the progress been in twelve months; and | 
apprehend if they keep on in the same way, in 
twelve months from now they will be for putting | 
a gun into the hands of every negro, and affirm- | 
ing they were always for him. The fact is that 
the Administration is engaged in a war testing the 
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object, as | do, to many acts of the ministry; they 





suppress the rebellion. Sometimes they go with 
rapid and bold steps, inaugurate strong meas- 
ures, while an enemy lurks and watches at every 
advance taken. Whenever this enemy finds pub- 
lic opinion sanctioning one step or measure, and 
when another one is taken, this enemy adopts the 
first and denounces the last; thus they leap from 
one position to another to find safety. For my- 
self, I desire to see these slaves running from their 
masters to do our labor and erect our fortifications, 
besides, exhausting the enemy’s resources, Now 
they declare that they were always for prosecu- 
ting this war. To show the real sentiment of the 
people of Indiana, I send to the desk and ask the 
Secretary to read pny of the resolutions ares 
at perhaps one of the largest meetings ever held 
in my State—the true Union sentiment of the loyal 
people of the State of Indiana. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

‘* We, the people of the State of Indiana, having assem- 
bled together for the purpose of renewing our faith to the 
Federal Government, and pledging again our unaltered de- 
termination to rendegevery possible assistance to the Pres- 
ident of the United States in the prosecution of the war 
for the preservation of the Government and the suppression 
of the rebellion, do hereby resolve : 

* 1. That as citizeus of the State of Indiana, as men of al! 
classes, professions, and oecupations, we are in favor of 
the continued and vigorous prosecution of the war 

© 2. That we are in favor of resorting to all means known 
to civilized warfare to extend the power of the Federal Con- 
stitution over all the States of the Union. 

“3. That we will never lay down our arms so long as 


rebels are found resisting the Constitution and figliting for 
disunion. 


“<4, That we are inflexibly opposed to all schemes of secession 


| in the Northwest, and will resist them ‘ with our lives, our 





fortunes, and our sacred honors.’ 

“5, That we will give of our abundance all that is neces- 
sary to make as comfortable as possible the loyal soldiers 
now in the field. 

**6. That we recognize in the war power of the Consti- 
tution the right of the President to use all necessary and 
Christian means to weaken, cripple, aud destroy this rebel- 
lion, and we therefore approve of his proclamation giving 
freedom to all the slaves of rebels. 

* 7. That we are for the Constitution as we received it 
from our fathers, and that we are for the Union, the whole 
Union, and nothing but the Union. 

“8, That we recommend the patriotic people of this State, 
in their townships, and in each one of the counties of the 
State, to organize, at the earliest possible period, and be 
prepared to resist all schemes of disloyal men looking to 
the formation of a northwestern confederacy.” 


Mr. WRIGHT. [refer to this simply to show 
what I believe to be the sentiments of the people 
of my State; and now, sir, | feel somewhat em- 
barrassed when I come to reply to some personal 
allusions made by the Senator from Kentucky to 
me, in connection with the Democratic party. 
Before touching that point, however, I desire to 
notice the construction which the Senator put 
upon a sentence in my speech, which he says 
means that hostility to the minister who executes 
the funetions of Government is disloyalty to the 
Government. My remarks will not admit of any 
such construction; and while the Senator was on 
the floor I repeated the sentiment which | had 
expressed, in order to give him an opportunity to 
auswer it. | say, that when wer is declared by 
a Government, by the proper constituted author- 
ities, it is the duty of a loyal man to sustain the 
Government in that war, in furnishing the means 
to support the army; and | cannot, according to 
my Democratic theory, draw any distinction be- 
tween loyalty to a Government and loyalty to 1's 
constituted authorities in a time like this. 1 may 


may do many things which I think are wrong; 
but the question before the country is a question 
as to the existence of the Government itself. It 
is not an ordinary question, such as we have In 
times of peace, of bank or of tariff. It is nota 
question that may be decided one way or the 
other, and still leave us a great and good Govern- 
ment; but it is a question involving in its decision 
and settlement the preservation or ruin of repub- 
licart institutions. Your legal authorities have 
declared the war, and it is necessary to support 
the Army; and | think it is my ee A a loyal 
man to sustain the measures of the Government 
in supporting its Army. Now, sir, we find my 
honorable friend, according to his version of loy- 
alty, coming into this Senate Chamber and voting 
that this war was not commenced by the South, 
and that it is not waged for the purpose of restor- 
ing this Government as it was. The Senator says 
he would not vote fora resolution of that kind, 
beeause it was not true. It is very singular that 
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nine tenths of the Democratic 
against him on that very point. 
We find another thing in the Senator’s course. 
There are questions in relation to the currency, in 
relation to sustaining the credit of the Govern- 
ment; and the Senator’s view of loyalty is thathe | 
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arty should be || 


may oppose those measures, and that in doing so | 


he has a right to set up his judgment against the 
Government. Well, sir, if the gentleman is satis- 


fied with his view of loyalty, Iam not going to dis- | 


turb him; but m 


notion of loyalty is different 
from his tn this: 


say that when the constituted 


t 


authorities declared war, it was the duty of the | 


honest Democracy of this country, every where, to 
unite and go to the President of the United States, 
as thousands of them did do, and thus do all they 
could to secure peace and harmony in the councils 
of the nation. He offered the olive branch. It is 
shown by hisappointments; itis shown by his ac- 
tion. He has placed in his Cabinet men of different 
political parties; he has put Democrats at the head 
of the Army; he has said to the people of this 
country that the putting down of the rebellion is 
paramount to everything else. He has said in 
emphatic language that his paramount object is 
to save the Government, and not to interfere with 
the domestic institutions of the country. 

But, sir, how does the Senator stand on the sub- 


ject of loyalty in another aspect, when we look at | 


his votes? We had before us a few days since a 
measure to provide for the payment of our Army 
by theissue of $100,000,000 of Government notes. 
That honorable Senator, with one other Senator, 
voted in the negative. He voted against the bills 
which were passed at the last session establishing 
a national currency. I know not whether he re- 
garded them in the light 1 did; but | lay down the 
principle that when these measures are essential 
to carry on the Government in the prosecution of 


a war which the proper authorities have declared, | 


I deem it my duty as a loyal Democrat to stand 
by those measures to sustain the Army and the 
country. Who was vot told in his childhood the 
story of revolutionary suffering, that there was a 
time in that great struggle when a soldier with a 
hatfull of continental money could not buy his din- 
ner. Thank God, we are not so low down yet; 
but if we had many men who should vote like my 
friend from Kentucky, it would take more than a 
hatfull of ** greenbacks” to buy the dinner of a 
poor soldier now, 

My idea of loyalty is to support the Govern- 
ment; the currency; to support the Administration 
in all measures necessary to carry on the war. 
The duty of the loyal Democracy of this country 
now is to give money, to give means, to give to 
this Government all theaid itcan. Such has been 
Democratic conduct in the past. 

Mr. President, the gentleman asked me what I 
meant by the life of the nation. Sir, I can tell 
him what is its death; I can tell him what is the 
opposite of its life. Iris secession! It 1s sEcEs- 
sion! And I repeat, to-day, that whenever this 
Governmentshall recognize secession in the slight- 
est degree; whenever, by means of an armistice 
or trace—and such terms and measures as are now 
winked at by certain men calling themselves Demo- 
crats—you recognize the doctrine of secession in 
the slightest degree, the life of the nation is gone, 
and gone forever. The life of the nation is not seces- 
sion. The life of the nation is to sustain the Con- 
stitution and the laws, and the action of those in 
authority; and they, having declared this war, it 


is the daty of loyal men to stand by it; to give the | 


means for its support, and to stand by those in 
authority. We cannot—we should not—at this 
time, draw any distinction between the Govern- 
ment and those who are called by the voice of the 
Reape to direct it. We must hold up their hands. 

e must give them means to carry on the war, 
and in doing so we sustain the teachings and 
practice of Democracy—of Jefferson, of Jackson, 
of Polk. 

The Senator from Kentucky has made some re- 
marks in relation to Mr. Douglas, Tlrat distin- 
guished man talked plainer than I can talk. I 
cannot use language as strong as he used when he 
said that the only issue in this country is, ‘* every 
man must be for the United States or against it; 
there can be no neutrality in this war—only pa- 
triots or traitors.”? That was the language of 
the lamented Douglas. Certainly, he said he was 
opposed to servile insurrection in the South; and 
let me ask here, who is in favor of it to-day? Do 
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you know any man who is in favor of a servile | oath of fidelity to this Government morning, noon, 
insurrection in the South? Whathas your Presi- | and night. Itis the Governmentof my fathers; I 
dent done? He has offered the olive branch of | am bound to support it. Lf the fact be that ina 
peace; he has given the rebels months to lay down || time of rebellion political capital ean be made out 
their arms; and now he has attempted, under || of the arrest of men who are net willing to take 
the war power, to do that which you must say || an oath of fealty to this Government, all I have 
you are for, if you are for the country; because, || to say is that the people have sadly fallen. No, 
if you are for the country, you will say that the || Mr. President, political capital has not been made 
| country must be sustained at any and every sac- | out of this question. If there has been any error, 
rifice, whether of life, money, or institutions. it has been that the Government has not exercised 
Lask, then, whatdoes the gentleman mean? The |) its power with nerve and with decision enough; it 
idea of certain persons seems to be this: ‘* we can || has not shown to the people of the country that 
find fault; we can say you had no right to callout || the Federal Government is able to exert its powee 
anarmy; we can complain of the arrests you have || vigorously and decisively. Letit do that, andthe 
made; we can say this war is not conducted in a |, people will sustain it. 
right way ; but we will take painsevery six months , Mr. President, the position taken by some who 
to get up with you war men; our first object is to || are obtruding themselves upon the public atten- 
get into power upon the misfortunes of the Army, || tion as a political party, is caigtioted to create an 
and the misfortunes of the country.’? Never in |! uneasy sensation where the flimsy gauze by which 
| all his eventful and useful life, did Senator Dou they are overspread is not penetwaied. Simulated 
las utter a nobler sentiment than when he — || professions of loyalty; sonorous enunciations of 
| ** Do not attempt to make political capital out of |! zeal in the prosecution of the war; affected anx- 
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° ° . :“s ; : 
the miseries of your country.””’ How many men | lety to restgre to the entire Republic the peace, 
| have been clothed but recently with power, in vio- || penenenys and happiness, which, for a time, we 
lation of the teachings of this noble patriot and save lost through the agency of wicked men, may 


statesman. Ifthere wasa sight that | would rather || give them a temporary importance, for they have 





lewith his last warning voice to forget their party 


have witnessed than any other in the life of that | 
man, much as | admired him, it was the crown- | 
ing act of his life, when he went into that large 
place in which his competitor was nominated for | 
President—I mean the Wigwam in Chicago—and | 
told twenty thousand of his fellow-countrymen 


creeds. He did not tell you to come here and let 
fourteen out of sixty members of the Democratic 
party undertake to revive party organizations at 
a time like this; but he said, forget your party | 
creeds while hostile armies are invading your 
country and your capital; stand by your Govern- 
ment. And he wrapped his mantlearound him and 
went home to die, leaving that noble advice asa 
legacy to his countrymen. To-day, however, we 
are told, simply because he made a remark which | 
he had made a hundred times before, that he was 


aa : 
opposed to a servile insurrection, he would there- | 


fore take sides against the Government. Sir, who 
wants a servile insurrection in this country? | | 
know of none; but I will tell you what we want. | 
We want a Government. We desire the Admin- | 
istration to whom is intrusted the care of the Gov- | 
ernment, to weaken the enemy wherever they can; 
and if you agree with me that the restoration of 
this country, its peace and harmony, is paramount | 


to all other questions, do not stop by the wayside || 


to find fault with what is done. Keep onward 
with the great object in view. Do not tell me that 
this thing is wrong, or that thing is wrong; but 
strengthen the arms of your generals and your | 
President, and aim at the great object in view, 
and that is the salvation of the liberties of the 


country. I 


I shall not stop now to go over the ground in | 
relation to the position of Mr. Jefferson. I leave 
the published extracts from his works to go to the 
country as they are. If the men whom General | 
Wilkinson arrested could be brought two thou- 
sand miles; if Mr. Jefferson could say to the 
officer, it is not your duty now in times of great | 

ublic commotion to weigh too nicely what is the | 
EG; if he could say to him, public opinion wiil | 

} 


sustain you in dragging these men this distance; 
if he could say to him, public considerations re- 
quire you to exercise this power, | will not trifle 
with the intelligence of the Senate by endeavor- 
ing to argue that ina time like this such an exer- 
cise of power is sanctioned by the authority of 
Mr. Siren. It has been said, with great force, 
that the execution of this power is not upon men 
that have committed crime; but upon men who 
are about to commit crime, and that it is for the 
purpose of preventing its commission. The ob- | 
ject the President has in view is the salvation of 
his country, its restoration to peace; and it isa 
very Hghihcant fact that we have been told that 
there is no man who has been arrested, and put 
in what the Senator calls a bastile, that has not 
been able to come out at any moment upon taking 
an oath of fealty to the Government. Whether 
this be so I know not; but | am told such is the 
fact; and yet even in this Chamber, if 1 mistake 
not, Senators Lave said that they would not be 
willing to take an oath of fealty to this Govern- | 
ment to procure their release under such circum- | 


Sir, 1 should be willing to renew my | 











proselyted many who, honest themselves, believe 
in the sincerity of others; but reflection will test 
their truthfulness. 
cate as harsh, and calculated to repel rebels from 
future association. Would they then counsel sub- 
| mission to traitors,and yield to their domination? 
They mean that, or they utter the mutterings of 


War on traitors they depre- 


idiocy. Rebellion must be crushed, or the faction 
who have deluged the land in blood will become 
its masters, and exercise sovereign sway. Do 
the party who deprecate the war manifest zeal in 
ihe restoration of peace by any personal sacrifices? 
Have they contributed to the means that are re- 


quisite to coerce a peace? Has the blood of those 


near to them mingled in the rich tide which has 


flowed from the hearts of the patriots who, with 
united breasts, have made a rampart for liberty in 
a free Republic? Have they not rather stood aloof 


from danger, wielding no arms to repel the as- 
sault Bn the life of the nation; distinguished only 
for an icy, shallow sophistry, whose end and aim 
is to curdle the generous current which courses 
through the veins and nerves the arms of our brave 
defenders. Emboldened by an apparent triumph, 
the cant of their patriotism is less affected, and 


| from high places they fulminate their hosulity to 


the honest efforts of this Government to remove 
the destroyers of its peace. The key-note has been 


| sounded in New York; it has been reéchoed in 


New Jersey, and reverberated through Illmois, 
The General Government, so well adapted and 
designed for the protection of the whole, is to be 
shorn of its powerand its rightful authority, and 
the general peace be defenseless. The position 
taken, the resistance intimated, the censure of 
Congress and States so freely uttered, cannot fail 
to create apprehension; and at such a time, under 
such circumstances, every man, every true pa- 
triot, will renew his devotion to the General Gov- 
ernment; for we have only a choice between that 
andanarchy. Theliving history of passing events 
has demonstrated that the independent action of 
numerous State authorities, is inadequate to the 
great work, and ex necessitate rei recourse must 
be had to the Federal power. Such has hitherto 
been our policy. Madison was sustained in ils ex- 
ercise; Jackson had the support of Adams, Clay, 
Webster, and their illustrious compeers; Polk, 
in the Mexican war, found the same codperation; 
and in a war so terrible, a strife so bloody, a con- 
test so vital as this, not to sustain the Government 
that the people have created, is Lo encourage and 
foster the rebellion against constituted authority, 
and to aid in the downfall of the Republic. With- 
out regard to party, patriotism will support the 
Administration: in that alone have we hope of 
the national salvation. 

I repeat, the key-note has been sounded lately 
in New York under the specious guise of State 
sovereignty and State rights. In the inaugural 
message of the Governor of New York this Senate 
is arraigned, the War Department is arraigned. 
That Governas undertakes to sit in judgment 
on the acts of Congress, and he says to his sher- 
iffs and other officers, ** you shall not let men go 
out of the State.”” The power of the Federal 
Government to declare war is ignored; and ali 
this is done under the name of Democracy in the 


oe 
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State of New York. This is to be reéchoed in 1 make that remark then for the first time; but be- 


the West, handed back to the East, and the ques- 
tion is to be presented to us: have we a Govern- 
ment that has within itself the power to put down 
rebellion, orare we drivento wreck upon the shoals 
of State rights? Is the Republic to be disjointed, 
broken up, without power, without authority, 
express or implied, to save itself. Shall the Gov- 
ernment, in the name and under the guise of De- 
mocracy, be torn to fragments. Sir, it is time 
that Senators opened their eyes. We must put 
down this doctrine, or there is no hope for this 
Government. I do not speak simply of putting 
down the rebellion; but I say you must put down 
this infamous doctrine ef State rights; for it is 
both dangerous and infamous, however plausibly 
it may be stated, that the government of a State 
has the power to override the Federal authority, 
the Constitution of the United States, and the 
action of Congress in regard to a question of war. 
This rebellion commenced with the notion of State 
rights. If our fathers had not given us a Govern- 
ment strong enough, we have paid them but a 
poor compliment in our history for the last sev- 
enty years. ‘The framers of the Constitution, its 
defenders when alive, and their sons up to this 
hour, have never doubted this power. It is only 
by the plausible pretexts of men acting in the 
name of Democracy that it is now brought in 


ial 
question. 


But, Mr. President, that is not all. I want the 
Senator from Kentucky to remember that the men 
who are coming into power under this doctrine, 
the men who are coming into power by finding 
fault, are men who said nothing for many long 
months after this war commenced. As to some 
of them who have been chosen to high positions, | 
it was not known for several months after the war 


|| fore I left the Old World, I said that 1 looked upon 
| secession as the greatest calamity which could be- 

fall my country; thatif it succeeded, the country 

was gone. In the month of February, 1861, be- 
|| fore Abraham Lincoln was inaugurated as Presi- 
| dent, I wrote toafriend a letter that has been exten- 
| sively published, in which I said “ this is no time 
| to organize parties; if the doctrine of Jeff Davis 
is successful, there is nothing left, my friend, to 
you or to me.”” I say sonow. I do not consider 
that there is anything in this country worth talk- 
ing about whenever that doctrine 1s acquiesced 


hostilities; the moment you draw back one sol- 





one general, or do anything which in the slightest 
degree recognizes secession, everything is gone— 
and why? Because that underlies the whole con- 
troversy. If secession is tolerated, I know no 
obligation upon any State; I know no obligation 
| upon any county; I know no obligation upon a 
Government; I know of nothing which will be 
| left worth having. Too the true patriot, this ques- 
tion rises above party; and for myself, I am willing 
to sacrifice everything to save this Government. 


off one State from the Union; disintegrate even 
one county; take off six feet square from this 
Union, and you destroy the compact of your 
fathers, for this is not a rope of sand; itis nota 
| mere confederacy to be torn up like men who are 


of Government,a Constitution. Isit not remark- 
| able that in the midst of this crowded Senate, 
when the country is struggling as it now is, a Sen- 
ator representing the great State of Kentucky 





commenced what they had to say about it. There 
are men in my State whom no one heard open 
their mouths upon the subject of this war for | 
twelve months after it commenced; men who 
never said to the poor soldier, go or not go; who 
never gave a dollar of comfort to a soldier’s wid- 
ow; but lay still for twelve months until 
tune came upon your Army, and then attempted 
to get power in the name of Democracy. [Ap- 
plause in the galleries. | 
Such is the state of things to-day. Men will 
come into these seats, and take by the hand, in the | 
name of Democracy, my friend from Kentucky, | 
who preaches ** no coercion;’’ who is for voting 
no supplies; and those same men in my State shout 
loudest and longest for the war, and are finding 
fault with the manner in which it has been car- 
ried on. As I said, they were silent for some time 
after the war commenced; but suddenly finding a 
chance to get into power, they come and shake 
hands with the Senator from Kentucky in the 
name of Democracy, and they obtain power and | 
position from their people by telling them that 
they are for prosecuting the war. The opinions | 
of the Senator from Kentucky have always been | 
known; but it is deeply humiliating to think that | 
at this day men can stand still in the presence of 
such events as have illustrated our history for the 
last two years, and then endeavor to getinto power 
by finding fault. Mr. President, it was a doc- 
trine of the Romans, I believe, that whenever a | 
question affecting the country was before the peo- 
ple, a man who would not take sides should be | 
considered an enemy of Rome. 
to say whether that was right or not; but I think 
that at a time like this, when we have sent half a | 
million of men into the Army, when the country | 
is torn and bleeding at every pore, the man who | 
can stand still, and not open his mouth, is far in- | 
ferior to the man who takes open and bold ground | 
against the Government. Sir, there will yet come | 
a voice from the mass of the people that will reach 
these men, and show them that the popular heart | 
is not to be trifled with. 
| 
| 


Seng nN 





I do not intend, Mr. President, to pursue these 
remerks much further; but the Senator from Ken- | 
tucky made some personal allusions to = De- | 
moeracy, which I must briefly notice. Sir, I 


never like to introduce personal matters into the | 


diseussion of public questions. i have lived long | 
enough in this world to know something about | 
the evils which grow out of personalties. It was 
my conviction, it is now, that when, a year ago, 
in atime of war, one fourth of the Democratic | 
members of Cangress undertook to form a party | 
organization, they were doing wrong. I did not | 


isfor- || 


I do not pretend | 


could talk for an hour and a half, and not say one 
word against the rebels who are destroying this 
| Government by secession? The preservation of 
the Government is essential for everything we hold 
| dear on earth, and yet the Senator from Kentucky 
can talk foran hour and a half without saying one 
| word against the rebels or rebellion. 


preach his doctrine of no coercion. 
about my going over the State. I can tell him that 
I have gone over the State, and no one there dare 


to pay the soldiers; that he would vote against 
giving us acurrency; that he would vote against a 


by the South. If he were to go to my State and 
talk such doctrines, I can tell him the result would 
not be very favorable tohim. I donot know how 
itmay be in Kentucky; but such ideas find no 
lodgment in Indiana. I will not now review the 
recent election in my State. The means and influ- 
ences, and the circumstances under which the re- 
sult was achieved, have been well stated by my 
honorable colleague. 
that matter myself, and I now leave it to history. 

Mr. President, there has been something said 
about reading men out of the party. I do not 
know where gentlemen in this age get the power 
to read men out of the party; but I can say what 
the Democracy of Indiana would do. They would 
read out of the party aman who would vote against 
coercion. Now, sir, a noble river separates the 
States of Kentucky and Indiana. Those States have 
thus far been friendly, and I trust they will ever be 
so, but I assure the Senator that he knows but lit- 
tle of the honest people of Indiana, if he supposes 
that when they have sent over one hundred thou- 
sand men to the Army, they do not intend to save 
thisGovernment for posterity. You may talk about 





! Democraticconventions, and yourcandidates may 


| speak for a more vigorous prosecution of the war, 
and be continually finding fault; but [ can tell you 


in, either by an armistice, or by a ok game of | 


dier from the field, or withdraw the command of 


Will you tell me what isleftto us then? Take | 


| 
} 
| 


engaged in selling goods; it is a solemn compacf || Government. I say that every loyal man and 


resolution declaring that this war wascommenced | 


I have before alluded to | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


| 
I wish the Senator would come to Indiana and | 
He talks | 


whisper the idea that he would vote against taxes | 








; 


that you little understand the noble Democracy of | 


the Northwest if you suppose they intend to cavil 
long about this question. They mean that this 
Government shal 

children. 


Abraham and Lot. It is very easy for a gentle- 
man to take up a remark of that kind, abstracted 
from its context. It is two weeks since I made 
the speech in which that expression occurred, and 
the Senator has had time to pick it out. That re- 
mark was made for that class of men in our coun- 
try who have been introducing sectionalism, who 
| have been trying to arouse the people of the West 


against New England. That is not my Democ- 


be preserved for them and their 


| 
' 
| 


The Senator finds fault with my allusion to | 


| 
| racy. 
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It is the Democracy I was taught in 
childhood. I was taught to love every loyal man 
in this country, whether he lived East or West, 
North or South. I notice that the Governor of 
New York, in his recent message, has made an 
adroit appeal to sectionalism, aid in that message 
there is a separate article headed, ‘* The Central 
and Western States.’’ There the idea is held out 
that another disintegration, another division is 
possible, and appeals are made to sectional inter- 
ests, sectional passions, calculated to array one 
section of this country against another, while, at 
the same time, we hear expressed loud profes- 
sions of loyalty and determination to preserve the 
Government. 

Senators, if ever this capital falls, it will be be- 
cause of traitors in the North. If you fail to put 
down this secession movement, if the hour of 
calamity comes upon us, I make the prediction 
that it will come from the hand of traitors in 
the North. [ am not sure that there was not 
a concocted plan within the last ten days to bring 
into this city two regiments to coOperate with the 
secessionists with a view to surrender this capi- 
tal. The rebel emissarics are about you; they 
may be in these very Halls. Sometimes they 
come under one name, sometimes under another, 
Sometimes the Governmentis attacked in the name 
of Democracy; sometimes fault is found with ar- 
rests; sometimes the Army is opposed; but the 
effect of all these attacks results in the accomplish- 
ment of the same bad end, the destruction of the 


woman in thiscountry ought to be protected; but 
I repeat, and the honest Democracy of Indiana 
will sustain me in the sentiment, if there is no 
other way to save this country, let destruction do 
its work among the enemies of the Republic, for 
the Government must and shall be preserved, cost 
what it may. Let the Senator, if he will, come 
into my State and talk about the widows of the 
South. I will point him to fresh-made graves all 
over my State. Indiana has lost more than fif- 
teen thousand men in this war. To-day there are 
five thousand widows, in my State, and fifteen 
thousand orphan children, made so by this rebel- 
lion, by these rebels. I tell you now that the peo-. 
ple of Indiana are ready to send another hundred 
thousand, and then another hundred thousand, 
and then another hundred thousand of her brave 
sons before one inch of the territory of this Union 
shall be wrested from it. [Applause in the gal- 
leries. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Lane, of 
Indiana.) Order! 

Mr. WRIGHT. To my friend from Kentucky 
I desire to say, as we shall soon part in this Hall, 
that, although I hope our personal association will 
always be kind and courteous, I am _ politically 
the friend of no man who is not for putting down 
this rebellion. He who is not for the country, in 
this the darkest hour of its trial, he who is not 
for sustaining the Government of the country, is 
not my political friend. Whatever other ties may 
be severed, I do not mean to live in a country of 
which Kentucky is not a part; I never intend, 
God being my helper, that my motherless children 
shall require a passport to go into Kentucky. | 
wantthe Union of this whole country restored and 
perpetuated, and for that purpose | will exhaust 
all resources, and, with a revolutionary sire, see 
the last freeman of my country expiring, not in 
the ‘last ditch,”’ but upon the bieakest mountain 
top of liberty’s home, with our starry flag—that 
hallowed ensign—the winding sheet for his grave. 
I am ready to say to my children, as Hamilcar 
of old said to his son. While thinking of the 
Romans, the enemies of his country, his boy, 
twelve years old, came to him and said, “‘ Fa- 
ther, let me go to Spain ;’’ and Hamilcar, it 
is said, laid his hand upon his head, breathed 
upon him his martial spirit, took him to the altar, 
bade him touch the sacrifice and swear that if he 
lived he would be the enemy of the Romans. 
Thatson was Hannibal. I would say, let us bury 
the past, let us forgetall party affiliations, all party 
names and distinctions, and then,‘upon the altar 
of our country, swear by the eternal God this 
Government shall be one; it cannot be two; it can- 
not be three; it cannot be four; it must be one, or 
it is . [Applause in the galleries.) 

Mr. HALE. Order! . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Order will be 
maintained. 




















1863. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate procced || retary of the Interior, inclosing estimates of ap- 
to the consideration of executive business. 1} propriations for the Territory of Dakota; which 
— POWELL. [ask the Senator to withdraw || — referred to the Committee of Waysand Means, 
that motion for a moment. || and ordered to be printed. 

The question being put on the motion, it was } The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the 
declared to be agreed to. | States and Territories for the introduction of bills 

Mr. POWELL. I appeal to the Senator from | on leave for reference only, such bills not to be 
New Hampshire to withdraw the motion. | brought back by motions to reconsider. 

Several Senators. Hecannotdo it. It has|| Mr. FENTON. [ask the unanimous consent 
nm eae OFFICER, (Mr. L : of om House to offer a resolution. 

1e I oR, (Mr. Lang, of || The SPEAKER. The Chair has several times 

Indiana.) The Sergeant-at-Arms will clear the || refused to take consent on this call, as this is the 
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alleries. ; ; “ | only opportunity for business of this description. 
After some time spent in executive session, the ! BUREAU OF EMANCIPATION 
doors were reopened. a at ; 
pe | Mr. ELIOT, in pursuance of previous notice, 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. | 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


ate the following message from the President of 
the United States: 
| 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
I have signed the joint resolution to provide for the im- || 
mediate payment of the Army and Navy of the United | 


States, passed by the House of Representatives on the 14th || by its title, and referred to the select committee on 
and by the Senate on the Lith instant. emancipation. 


The joint resolution is a simple authority, amounting, 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


however, under existing circumstances, to a direction to 
A message in writing, was received from the 


pation, 
Mr. COX. I object to that. 
The SPEAKER. 
introduced for reference only, and an objection 
does not avail. 


| 
i 

| introduced a bill to establish a bureau of emanci- 
| 


the Secretary of the Treasury to make an additional issue 
of $100,000,000 in United States notes, if so much money 
is needed, for the payment of the Army and Navy. 

My approval is given in order that every possible facility 
may be afforded for the prompt discharge of all arrears of 
pay due to our soldiers and our sailors. 

While giving this approval, however, [ think it my duty 
to express my sincere regret that it has been found neces- 
sary to authorize so large an additional issue of United 
States notes .when this circulation, and that of the sus- 
pended banks together, have become already so redundant 
as to increase prices beyond real values, thereby augment- 
ing the cost of living to the injury of labor, and the cost of 
supplies to the injury of the whole country. 

lt seems very plain that continued issues of United 
States notes, withoutany check to the issues of suspended 
banks and without adequate provision for the raising of 
money by loans, and for funding the issues so as to keep 
them within due limits, must soon produce disastrous con- 
sequences. And this matter appears to me so important 
that I feel bound to avail myselfof this occasion to ask the 
especial attention of Congress to it. 

‘That Congress has power to regulate the currency of the 
country can hardly admit of doubt; and that a judicious 
measure to prevent the deterioration of this currency, by | 
a reasonable taxation of bank circulation or otherwise, is 
needed, seems equally clear. Independently of this general | 
consideration, it would be unjust to the people at large to | 
Pm banks enjoying the special pee of circulation i] of Joshua Eddy’s heirs; and 
rom their just proportion of the public burdens. | : : . r : 

In order to ies ananen by om of loans most easily and i| 7 Joint resolution (No. 133) to provide for the 
cheaply, it is clearly necessary to give every possible sup- | immediate payment of the Army and Navy of the 


the House, as follows: 


inal court of the District of Columbia; 





W. Knaggs, administrator of Whitmore Knaggs; 

Joint resolution (No. 126) to confirm the ad- 
verse decision of the Court of Claims in the case 
of Thomas B. King; 

Joint resolution (No. 127) to confirm the ad- 
verse decision of the Court of Claims in the case 
of Arthur Edwards, and others; 

‘Joint resolution (No. 128) to confirm the ad- 
verse decision of che Court of Claims in the case 
of George Yates; 

Joint resolution (No. 129) to confirm the ad- 
verse decision of the Court of Claims in the case 


| 


port to the public credit. To that end, a uniform currency, || United States. 


in which taxes, subscriptions to loans, and all other ordi- 
WASHINGTON THEATER COMPANY. 


nary public dues, as weil as all private dues, may be paid, 
is almost if not quite indispensable. Mr. TRAIN introduced a bill to incorporate 


Such a currency can 
be furnished by banking associations, organized under a 
eneral act of Congress, as suggested in my message at the 
eginning of the present session. ‘The securing of this cir- 


| 
read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
culation by the piedge of United States bonds, as therein | 
| 
| 
| 
| 


mittee for the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 


MARYLAND GRIEVANCES. 


Mr. MAY. I wish to inquire whether I am a: 
liberty to present a memorial. 


suggested, would still further tacilitate loans, by increasing 
the present and causing a future demand for such bonds. 

In view of the actual financial embarrassments of the 
Government, and of the greater embarrassments sure to 
come if the necessary means of relief be not afforded, I feel 
that I should not perform my duty by a simple announce- 
ment of my approval of the joint resolution which proposes 
relief only by increasing circulation, without expressing my 
earnest desire that measures, such in substance as those I 
have just referred to, may receive the early sanction of 
Congress. a 

By such measures, in my opinion, will payment be most 
certainly secured, not only to the Army and Navy, but to 
all honest creditors of the Government, and satisfactory 
provision made for future demands on the Treasury. 


The SPEAKER. Memorials can be filed un- 
der the rule. 


Mr. MAY. This is a memorial relating toa 


rievance of the entire people of the State of Mary- 
and. 


ABRAHAM LINCOLN, 
January 17, 1863. 


Mr. CLARK. I move that the message ~ 


This call is only for bills for reference. 

Mr. MAY. I ask the consent of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has declined this 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

. Mr. SUMNER. And printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The communica- 
tionavill be referred to the Committee on Finance, 
if there be no objection. 
to print it? 

veral Senators. 
Mr. CLARK. 


consent during this call, for there is no other time 
provided by the rules for this business, The 
Clerk will read the part of the 130th rule referring 
to it. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


* And the Speaker shall first call the States and Territo- 
ries for bills on leave ; and all bills so introduced during the 


Is there a motion made 





Oh, no. 


I move that the Senate do now |) first hour after the Journal is read shall be referred, without 


‘adjourn, debate, to their appropriate committees: Provided, however, 
he motion was agreed to; and the Senate || That a bill eo introduced and referred shall not be brought 
adjourned back into the House upon a motion to reconsider.’ 





The SPEAKER. The chair has refused to 
{LOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mowpar, January 19, 1863. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. T. H. Srocxron. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR DAKOTA. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the Sec- 


reason that there is no other time assigned to this 
business, and consent can be had at any time. 


EMANCIPATION IN MARYLAND. 


Prayer 


| the abolishment of slavery in said State; which 
|| was read a first and second time, and referred to 
ll the committee on emancipation. 


GLOBE. 


Under this call, bills can be | 


The bill was then read a first and second time 


President, by Mr. Nicoray, his PrivateSecretary. | 
Also, a message announcing that the President | 
had approved and signed a bill and resolutions of 


An act (No. 587) to provide for the imprison- || 
ment of persons convicted of crimes by the crim- | 


Joint resolution (No. 130) to confirm the adverse | 
decision of the Court of Claims in the case of J. || 


the Washington Theater Company; which was || 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know | 


any distinction in the rule in regard to memorials. | 


morning to entertain any request for unanimous || 


. . | 
entertain requests for unanimous consent, for the 


Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill giving aid to | 
the State of Maryland for the purpose of securing | 


i 


CALIFORNIA LAND CLAIM. 


Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill relating 
to the Arroya de San Antonio land claim in the 
State of California; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

MASSACHUSETTS AND MAINE ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. PIKE introduced a bill in relation to the 
accounts of the States of Massachusetts and Maine; 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 


THE REVENUE LAW. 

Mr. COLFAX introduced a bill amendatory of 
the revenue law; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

ARMY REGISTER. 


Mr. WASHBURNE introduced a joint reso- 
lution appropriating $5,000 for the purpose of com- 
piling a register of the whole of the forces of the 
United States Army; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of 


Ways and Means. 
NAVY PAYMASTERS’ CLERKS. 


Mr. SEGAR introduced a bill to regulate the 
pay of clerks of paymasters in the Navy; which 
was read a first und second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


COLUMBIA DEAF AND DUMB INSTITUTION. 
|| Mr.ROLLINS, of New Hampshire, introduced 


a bill to amend an act to incorporate the Colum- 
|| bia Institution for the instruction of the deaf and 
| dumb and the blind, and to make an appropria- 
| tion for the benefit thereof; which was read a first 
| and second time, and referred to the Committee 


for the District of Columbia. 


Mr. WATTS introduced a joint resolution pro- 
viding for the payment of the salary due to Perry 
| E. Broechus as associate justice of the supreme 
_courtofthe Territory of New Mexico; which was 
| read a first and second time, and referred to the 
|, Committee on Territories. 


} FOREIGN RELATIONS. 
| 


| PERRY E. BROCCHUS. 
| 





The SPEAKER. The next business in order 
is the bill in relation to our foreign relations, re- 
ported from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
postponed to this day. 
|| Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, { do not propose to 
‘| urge this subject now on the attention of the 
| House. I do not know that the present condition 
| of our foreign affairs calls for any urgency of ac- 
| tion in regard to it. I should like to have the 
subject postponed, as it may have some signifi- 
| cance before the session closes. I move, there- 
fore, that it be postponed till the second Monday 
|| in February. 

‘|| ‘The motion was agreed to. 


| 
} 
| 


WASHINGTON AND NEW YORK RAILROAD. 
Mr. FENTON. 1 am directed by the special 


committee on the construction of a military and 
ostal road between this wey and New York, to 
introduce the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed to 
communicate to this House the amount paid by the Post 
Office Department for the transportation of the mails be- 
tween the city of New York and the city of Washington, 
for the last four years. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to this House the amount that has been paid sinec 
the breaking out of the rebellion, to the various railroad 
| companies between New York city and the city of Wash 
ington, for the transportation of troops and munitions of war 


The resolutions were agreed to. 


Mr. COX. Lask leave to offer the following 
|| resolution: 


|| Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
| municate to the House of Representatives the amount of 
revenue derived from the sale of the hides, hoofs, horns, and 
tallow, since the rebellion commenced, specifying particu 
larly the number (in figures) and pounds sold, and to whom ; 
whether by contract or sale; the amount of money reccived, 
(with the names of the contractors or purchasers, as the 
case may be,) from said contractors or purchasers within 
the limits or territory of what is known as the ancient Dis- 
| trict of Columbia; also, the number of cattle slaughtered 
for the army of the Potomac outside the said District, except 
the foregoing, the amount of money received, and aiso que 
manner of contracting for the sale of the hides, hoofs, horns, 
and tallow of said animals, the persons to whom sold, and 
|. how, and to whom, said mouecy has been paid; and ulso to 
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inform the House of Representatives whether or not, in his 
judgment, there cannot bea better and thoroughly organized 
piau by which a large and increased revenue can be derived 
from the aale of the hides, hoofs, horns, and tallow ob 
tained from catie slaughtered by the employés of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I shall object to that resolu- 
tion. lt would require the employment of a large 
clerical force. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I hope my colleague 
will withdraw his objection, and let the resolution 
go to the committee on Government contracts, 
We have already had some information on that 
subject. 

Mr. COX. I amentirely content, so that there 
be some examination of the matter. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I withdraw my objection, on 
condition that the resolution shall be referred. 


| 


The question was taken; and the resolution was | 


veferred to the committee on Government con- 


tracts. 
LEAGUE ISLAND. 


Mr. ENGLISH. I ask leave to introduce a 
joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was read. It directs the 
Secretary of the Navy not to receive and accept 
League Island, unless Congress shal] otherwise 
order, 

Mr. McPHERSON. I object. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I supposed that I had the 


right to introduce the joint resolution under the | 


call of States for bills for reference. 


The SPEAKER. If the gentleman had intro- | 


duced it when his State was called, he would have 
had the right to do so. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I hope the gentleman 
from Connecticut will have leave to introduce his 
joint resolution, as that leave was given to every 
member of the House who asked for it. 

Mr. ENGLISH. [supposed I had the consent 
of the ELlouse to introduce a joint resolution; and 
having such consent, I introduced this. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not so un- 
derstand. That is the question which the Chair 
was putting to the House when the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. McPuerson] objected. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I understood I had consent 


of the House to introduce a joint resolution under | 


the call of States. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman had pre- 
sented it when his State was called, objection 
would not prevail. As he did not do so, he can 
only anid it by consent, 

Mr. ENGLISH. Then I ask unanimous con- 
gent to introduce it, 


Mr. McPHERSON. I object. 
NON-PAYMENT OF TROOPS. 


Mr. WICKLIFFE, by unanimous consent, 
offered the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War inform this House 
why he has not responded to the resolution of the House 
of the Iith December, 1862, requesting information as to 


what regiments of volunteers have not been paid, and other 
matters embraced in said resolution. 


Mr. STEVENS. I move thatthe rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


HON, JOHN B. ROGERS. 


Mr. BEAMAN. I rise to e privileged ques- 
tion. I present the petition of Joun B. Rogers, 
praying to be admitted toa seat in this House as 
a member from the State of Tennessee, with pa- 
oe vertaining thereto, and ask that they may 
ye referred to the Committee of Elections. 

The petition and papers were accordingly re- 
ceived and referred. 


WISCONSIN AND FOX RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. SLOAN, by unanimous consent, submit- 
ted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs is re- 
quested to inquire into and reportupon the practicability and 


probable cost and time required to improve the Wisconsin | 


| 


} 





| 


and Fox rivers, so as to give an uninterrupted navigation | 


from the Mississippi river to Lake Michigan for vessels of 


war two hundred fect in length, thirty-four feet beam, and | 


drawing not less than six feet of water; and also to report 
such other facts relating to the defense of the lakes, and a 


suitable naval station or stations thereon, as they may deem | 


advisable for the information of this House. 


MARYLAND GRIEVANCES—AGAIN, 


Mr. MAY. I ask the gentleman from Penn- 
rylvania to give way to me for a moment. 





Mr. STEVENS. For what purpose? 

Mr. MAY. 1 will state to the gentleman from 
Peunsylvania that my object is to present a me; 
morial which comprehends a grievance as exten- 
sive as the whole State of Maryland. 

Mr. STEVENS. That may be presented under 


the rule. 
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over three years from date, bearing interest not over six per 
cent., payable in like manner. And any part of thatamount 
requived by the exigencies of the pubiie service to pay the 
Anny aud Navy, and other cgeditors of the Government, 
may be issued in United States notes, not bearing interest, 
payable to bearer at the Treasury of the United Siates, of 
such denominations, not less than one dollar, as the Seere 
tary of the ‘Treasury may deem expedient. Thre bonds is 
sued under the authority of this act shall be of such denom 


Mr. MAY. Iam perfectly aware of that; but || inations notless than fifty dollars, and the ‘Treasury notes 


I desire simply to state the character of the me- | 


morial. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object. 

Mr. MAY. Let me say to the gentleman that 
the memorial is not of that class to which he 
usually objects. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I do not object to the class. 
I object to the instrument through which it comes. 
I want a loyal man. 

Mr. ELIOT. I appeal to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to give way to me for a moment. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I object. 

Mr. ELIOT. I ask the gentleman to wait to 
hear read the proposition I have:to present. 

Mr. PENDLETON. No, sir; I object to its 
being read, 

WAYS AND MEANS. 


Mr. STEVENS. 
motion to go into committee for the purpose of 
considering the finance bill. Before the vote is 
taken upon the motion, however, I ask the House 
to extend the general debate upon that bill in 
committee until the further orders of the House. 

The time was accordingly extended. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


On motion of Mr. STEVENS, by unanimous || 


consent, House bill No. 617, to supply deficien- 
| cies in the appropriations for the service of the 

fiscal year ending June 30, 1863, with the amend- 

ments of the Senate thereto, was taken from the 
\.Speaker’s table,and referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 


| MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


On motion of Mr. STEVENS, by unanimous 
| consent, House bill No. 611, to make appropri- 
ations for the support of the Military Academ 
for the year ending June 30, 1864, with the amend- 
| ments of the Senate thereto, was taken from the 
; Speaker’s table, and referred to the Committee of 
| Ways and Means. 


LEAGUE ISLAND——AGAIN. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I hope the objection to the 
' resolution of the gentleman from Connecticut 
| (Mr. Enettsn] will be withdrawn. It is a sub- 
ject that requires action. 
| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
| sylvania objects. The Chair will say to the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut that consent is never 
| considered as given to any proposition until it has 
| been reported to the House. After the proposi- 
| tion has been read, if there be still no objection, 
| the decision is then considered as final. The 
| proposition of the gentleman from Connecticut 
| was objected to as soon as read. 

Mr. ENGLISH. [inferred so, inasmuch as the 
| same courtesy I asked has been accorded to every 
other gentleman under similar circumstances. 


WAYS AND MEANS, 


Mr.STEVENS. I now ask for the vote upon 
my motion to go into Committee of the Whole on 
the stete of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended, and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
| the state of the Union, (Mr. Pixs in the cbair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the bill of the 
House (No, 659) to provide ways and means for 
| the support of the Government, to which an amend- 





| 
| 
| 
| 


‘| ment, in the nature of a substitute, proposed by 


| 


| Mr. Srevens, was pending, the question imme- 
| diately before the committee being on the motion 
| of Mr. Hloorer to amend the substitute of Mr. 
| Stevens, as follows: 


Strike out al! after the word “ that” and insert: 
| The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to bor- 
row, on the credit of the United States, from time to time, 
and in such amounts as shall be needed for the service of 
the current and next fiscal year, in such forms and at such 
rates of interest, not exceeding six per cent. per annum, as, 
in his judgment, the public interest may require, the sum of 
$900,000,000, and to issue for any part of that amount cou- 
| pon or registered bonds, payable in coin at any time after 
twenty years from date, at the pleasure of the Government, 
or bonds payable after any less time than twenty years, or 
Treasury notes, payable in lawful money at any time not 


I will then insist upon my | 





| 


| 
j 





| 


| 


j 
| 


| 


of such denominations not less than ten dollars, as may be 
| determined by the Secretary of the Treasury ; and the inter- 
| est on said bonds shall be paid semi-anuually in coin, and 
| on said Treasury notes in lawful money, at such time or 
| times as may be expressed on their face. The Secretary of 
| the Treasury may dispose of said bonds and Treasury notes 
| at such times and at such rates, not!ess than par, as he may 
| deem best, for lawful money of the United States, or for any 
| indebtedness of the United States, and they shall be ex- 
| empt from taxation by or under any State laws. ‘The aggre- 
| gate amount of all bonds, Treasury notes, and United States 
| notes together, outstanding under this act, shall notexceed 
| at any one time, the sum of $900,000,000. 
Sec. 2. nd be it further enacted, ‘That the Treasury notes 
authorized by this act, with the accrued interest thcreon, 
shall be receivable at parat all times for internal taxes and all 
other dues to the United States, except duties on imports, 
| and may be exchanged at the 'l'reasury of the United States 
at any time. under such rujes as may be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury, for an equal amount of the Uni- 
ted States notes, not bearing interest, as aforesaid; and 
when returned to the Treasury Department and canceled, 
the Secretary of the Treasury may issye Treasury notes or 
| United States notes, of the same amount, iv place of them. 
| Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, ‘That the United States 
| notes, not bearing interest, authorized to be issued by this 
| act, shall be lawtul inoney and a legal tender iy payment of 


? 











| all debts, public and private, within the United States, ex- 
cept for duties on imports and interest on the public debt, 
and any of said notes may be reissued, from time to time, as 
| the exigencies of the public service may require, and new 
notes may be issued in place of any notes issued or to be 
\ issued, which have been or may be returned and canceled. 
Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That any bonds that 
| have been heretofore or that nay hereafter be issued by 
and on the faith of the Government of the United States, 
shall be deemed to be due and payable in coin atany time, 
at the pleasure of the Government of the United States, 
after the period designated in the bonds for the payment of 
the same. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
| the Treasury is hereby authorized to receive deposits of 
coin and bullion with the Treasurer or any Assistant Treas- 
| urer of the United States, in sums not less than twenty 
dollars, and to issue receipts therefor in denominations of 
not less than twenty dollars each, and corresponding with 
the denominations of the Government notes not bearing 
interest; the coin deposited for or representing said re- 
ceipts shall be retained in the Treasury for the payment of 
such receipts on demand, and for no other purpose what- 
ever, except that such receipts representing coin held inthe 
Treasury for payment of interest on the public debt may 
be issued in payment of such interest to an extent not be- 
yond one fifth more than the amount of coin in the Treasury, 
and such receipts shall be received at par in payment for 
duties on imports as coin. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That to prevent and 
punish counterfeiting and fraudulent alterations of the bonds 
and notes authorized to be issued by this act, all the provis- 
ions of the sixth and seventh sections of the act entitled 
“An act to authorize the issue of United States notes, and 
for the redemption or funding thereof, and for funding the 
floating debt of the United States,” approved February 25, 
1362, so far as applicable, shall apply to the bonds and notes 
authorized to be issued by this act in like manner as if the 
said sixth and seventh sections were adopted as additional 
sections thereot. 

Sec. 7. And beit further enacted, That in addition to the 
notes less than one dollar, commonly called poxtage cur- 
rency, already issued, or hereafter to be issued, the Sec- 
retary of the T'reasury may issue fractional notes of like 
amounts, prepared, engraved, and printed under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary in the Treasury Department building, 
and said fractional notes may be exchanged for said postage 
currency and for United States notes, and shall be receiv- 
able in payment of dues for customs not exceeding one dol- 
lar, and of all other dues to the United States not exceeding 
three dollars. 

Sec. 8. nd be it further enacted, That the sums neces- 
sary to carry into effect the provisions of this act, not ex- 
ceeding $600,000, are hereby appropriated. 


Mr.RIDDLE. Mr. Chairman, our immediate 
financial position is capable of a very condensed 
statement. We want an illimitable supply of 
money. Our revenue will not farnish it. It is 
said we cannot borrow it. As we are the sovereign, 
we propose to make it. We have notthe metals 
for its coinage, and propose to substitute paper 
| for it. 
|| We are met with two very great difficulties. It 
|| is said: that we already have an immense over- 
issue of this currency, and a consequent very 





alarming depreciation of it. As these difficulties 
are to be met in the adoption of any plan, I pro- 
pose briefly to discuss them. Is there this large 
over-issue ; and is the currency depreciated as 
claimed? It is said that there is this depreciation 
because of the redundancy; and the redundancy 
1 is proved by the depreciation—a convenient mode 
|| of argument, certainly. ; 

| In my brief service on this floor, I was never 
‘| more interested and,asI think, more benefited ,than 
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by the luminous remarks of the gentleman from | 


Massachusetts [Mr. Watker] the other day. 
Other gentlemen gave us facts. He went below, 
and showed the causes that produced them. In 
his hands the laws of finance—those which govern 
the subdivision, the currency—seemed few and 


well defined, and their certain results to be caleu- | 


lated upon. 


THE CON 


chandise, it is no more a standard of value than 
any other well-known and indispensable article, 
the price of which is fixed by demand and sup- 


| ply. Try the paper dollar to-day by any of these 

) standards, and if it has greatly depreciated, they 

| will unanimously condemn it. +4 
W hat is the result? Why, sir, the paper dollar 


I beg to suggest to the gentleman, who does me || 


the kindness to listen to me, that these are excep- 
tional times, which I fear will force achange, or a 
suspension of the laws themselves; a matter too 
important to be lost sightof. From data satisfac- 
tory in argument, he showed that in 1860, for in- 
stance, the people of the loyal States required 
$500,000,000 of currency. He also finds that there 
was then in existence within a fraction of that 
amount, thus establishing the harmony between 
the theory and practical results of the laws of 
finance. To this sum he adds all the subsequent 
increase, some $250,000,000 or more, and assumes 
that by so much is there now an excess. Is this 
so? Sir, in 1860 the Government for its purposes 
required $100,000,000 of this same currency. Na- 
tions have learned to adjust their governmental 
machinery so as that it may be propelled by the 
ordinary streams of commerce and finance; and 
it should be their object to withdraw from them 
as little as possible, return it in the shortest time, 
and return it undiminished. In 1860 the Govern- 
ment used of this $500,000,000, $100,000,000; that 


is, that quantity of it passed through the hands | 


of the Government. If we knew the average 
amount of this currency in the hands of the Gov- 
ernment, we could then determine just how much 
of the $500,000,000 the Government withdrew 
from ordinary circulation, which would furnish 
a basis for present calculations. I have no data 
from which to venture a guess even at the amount. 


Nobody will contend that the people do not now | 


require for their purposes as much currency as in 
1860, and,as | think,more. While some branches 
of business have languished, others have been 


largely increased; and still others, and most im- | 


ortant ones, have been established. While this 
is true of the people, the wants of the Government 
have increased more than tenfold. For the year 
1863, our expenditures were, in round figures, 
$1,000,000,000, which requires a passage through 
the hands of the Government of the whole of this 
$500,000,000 twice over in a single year. Our 
expenditures for the year ensuing, are to be even 
much Jarger than for this. And itis to be borne 
in mind that the Government pays out much of 
these immense sums at new and unusual points, 
from which they will not find their way into the 
ordinary channels of business so rapidly as for- 
merly. Does anybody pretend that all this vast 
business of the people and the Government can 
be carried on with $500,000,000 ofcurrency? Will 
it not require at least $800,000,000? I believe that 
it will, or more. Sir, so far from there being a 
redundancy of the currency, | believe there is a 
deficiency; and I hope these suggestions may re- 
ceive some attention at the hands of some of the 
able theorists and practical financiers of the House. 
Is there the alarming depreciation of the cur- 
rency as claimed, and which nobody thus far 
seems to question? Certainly this is not proved 
by its excess; for no such excess exists, as I have 
shown. Weare pointed to the great difference 
in the nominal value of the paper dollar of the 
Treasury and the gold dollar of the Mint, which 
was recently forty-seven cents against the former. 
And this, we are told, proves incontestably that 
the paper dollar has depreciated forty-seven per 
cent. Perhaps so. This depends wholly upon the 
or and office of gold as a standard of values. 
f it still sits in the market place, a crowned king, 
measuring with its inflexible scepter the value of 
all other things, this would seem to be established. 
But, sir, it has been tumbled down, discrowned, 
and abased, degraded to a commodity of traffic, 
like corn and wine and pork. coined it has be- 
come more variable than they. Gold has disap- 
peared. No child of the age of two years has yet 
seen a coin. The eagles upon it have flown away, 
beyond any power to lure them back by any 
charm we have yet devised. Gold has been seized 
asan article of gambling speculation; and, like 
stocks, the constant tremor of its price indicates 
nothing but the variant waves in the ebb and flow 
of Wall street. Both are the ‘‘ chips’? of the gam- 
blers. When gold has become an article of mer- 


| 


now buys just as large a measure of wheat, just | 


as many pounds of beef, more of pork, and more 


of land, as did the gold dollar when it was the | 


| standard of value. That, too, is the result tried by 





rr 


Se 


every other article, the price of which has not 
been enhanced by our legislation, or causes re- 
mote from any alleged depreciation. 


the contractors, with this currency, purchased, 
in northern Ohio, for the second Ohio cavalry, 
horses at an average say of $100 each. Now, 
with this same currency, depreciated forty-seven 
per cent., as is alleged, the contractors are in the 
same market buying horses of the same quality 


In Septem- | 
ber, 1861, before the alleged depreciation began, || 


for the tenth Ohio cavalry at a fraction less than | 


was paid before. Why is it that they do not 
pay $147 each for the horses, and $1 47 for the 
measure of wheat; and so on for everything that 
is in market? And how comes it that with this 
depreciation going on for over a year, there has 
been no advance, not the least, in any of these ar- 


ticles? I know thatthe price of many articles has || 


been enhanced most alarmingly, but that is due | 
wholly to the onerous war tax of these wretched | 


times upon them. How is it with land, upon 
which rests all property? It has advanced no- 
where, save in this capital—ruined as it was by 
emancipation. ’ 

Sir, | submit, upon this hasty view, whether 
there is or can be any actual depreciation of the 
currency as claimed; or whether there is cause for 
the dolorous view of our finances with which 
some gentlemen are so fond of selacing them- 
selves and the committee ? 

I must be indulged a little further upon the 
proposed issue of paper. In addition to the vast 
amount of Treasury notes authorized by former 
acts, we have, by joint resolution, just ordered an- 
other issue of $100,000,000. The bill of the Ways 
and Means Committee calls for $300,000,000; he 
substitute of the chairman the same; while under 
that proposed by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Hooper,] there may be issued 
$900,000,000. In the presence of this proposed 
deluge, we may well inquire for some ark of safety 
for the escape of a chosen few. I see nothing 
alarming in the present amount of our currency, 
but to swell it by the vast volume proposed dis- 
turbs even my nerves. Yet I know not that we 
have any choice. A huge chasm impedes our 
way. We cannot leap it; nor can our engineer- 
ing bridge it. There seems no way but to turna 
mighty tide into it, with the hope of floating over, 
or to buoy us up with some sort of balloonery and 
navigate the atmosphere to the other side. Pass 
we must, and I care little for incidental losses, if 
we can attain the passage. But the danger is that 
the tide cannot bear us up—that the gas bags will 
collapse and overwhelm us in remediless ruin. 
Yet to remain where we are is even more hope- 
less. 

If we could make this new issue the equivalent 
of gold, or nearly so, directly it would little affect 
the volume of the currency; for, like gold, it would 


disappear, it being the especial characteristic of | 


your meretricious bank note to be endued with 
intense activity; and it keeps itself "P like some 
heads we wot of, by its very levity. Indirectly it 
would infinitely increase it; for notwithstanding 
what might be retired for Government bonds, 


more would be empioyed as a basis for banking, | 


and become the fruitful parent of an illegitimate 
issue. 

It matters nothing who issues paper, whether 
a Government or an individual; when once in- 
jected into the channels of commerce, it meets and 
is controlled by the same inflexible laws, Our 
Government paper, like all other, must depend for 
its success upon the confidence of the people in our 
ability and intention to pay it. If we had the gold 
for a basis our paper would be its equivalent, and 
we could buy this confidence. We could go into 
the marts of the world and compel it. We would 
chain it to the portals of our exchequer with fet- 
ters of gold. Or rather, it would unfettered remain 
our willing slave; lingering ever, as the fabled 
gnome is said to haunt the place where ite treasure 
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is buried. Paper has no intrinsic value, and but 
a low exchangeable value. All its wealth ts tm- 
parted to it by what is written on its face; and 
a Government can write on its paper more and 
stronger evidence of its ability and intention to 
pay than can individuals; and hence can challenge 
a wider and deeper confidence. A sovereign can— 
or we did, or we tried to, impart to our pauper one 
most remarkable quality, that of liquidating pri- 
vate indebtedness, whether the creditor would or 
no. The law and the logie for this certainly do 
not dwell m the Constitution. The argument so 
pungent in that case came from those triangular 
bits of steel called bayonets; and the logic upon 
which the measure was based came from the fur- 
Five hundred or 
a thousand pieces of artillery, all bearing on this 
question, settled it for the present in spite of us, 


| But making a note a legal tender in no way en- 


| ernment, 


hances confidence in the maker of it; bat rather 
the reverse. It comes with no promise to pay; 
but it brazenly declares that it itself is the pay- 
ment. This quality unquestionably facilitates the 
circulation of this paper. The holder of commod- 
ities may be willing to exchange for it for that rea- 
son alone, for with it he may discharge his own 
indebtedness, 

One other thing the sovereign may do, and in 
my judgment it ought in our case to be promptly 
done. We may so constrain our subjects as that 
they can but choose our currency, by sweeping 
away allcompetitors, As incidental to our power 
to issue and provide for the circulation ofour notes, 
we may do this. As one of the elements of our 
sovereignty under the Constitution, itis preém- 


| inently a power residing in us; a power that has 


been in abevance from the foundation of the Gov- 
I trust it is now to be effectually and 
boldly exercised. Every consideration of duty te 
the people and safety to the Goverument demands 
this. Sir, this great revolution will not have ac- 


| complished all its beneficent designs, if it does not 


rid us forever from the measureless evils insep- 
arable from the very life of the system under 
which we have Lived and languished. [ know, 
sir, this change involves an interference with pri- 
vate affairs, but in a matter so momentous, and at 
a time so perilous, these interests must yield. Ev- 
ery dollar of the issues of the soivent banks can 
with sufficient promptness be retired, with no loss 
save that of prospective profits. And surely money 
is always able to take care of itself without the 
special aid of law. As for the insolvent banks, 
loss must ever attend them; and their issues can 
be retired with less now than at any after time. 

I do not propose to discuss the plan of a na- 
tional currency, though the subject naturally in- 
grafts itself on these remarks, which already 
embrace the points which I rose to speak upon. I 
believe but one plan looking to the establishment 
of such a currency hes been brought before the 
House; and that from the gentlemen of the Ways 
and Means finds no favor, meets with nothing 
but criticism and contumely. Nothing in the 
world is so easy as to criticise. Anybody with 
ability or with none can oppose any measure, 
and find it most faulty. To do that requires no 
invention. But these gentlemen, with the history 
of banking and the experience of a century be- 
fore them, have no measure to propose. Noth- 
ing, absolutely nothing; nothing but an interm- 
inable issue of T'reasury notes for the time; and 
when the furthest wave strands us,God knows 
where, weare to limp on again, God knows how, 
on the crumbled crutches and broken staves of 
the—I don’t know how many hundred banks of 
the States; that fractional distorted system of 
rent patchwork and shreds, rude and ragged, 
whose institutions have exhausted the zodlogical 
nomenclature to find fitting names for their qual- 
ities. Sir, the united coinage of the globe, of all 
time, fails to express the losses to the people of 
this country alone through the doings of the ir- 
continent and leaky offspring of this system, to 
which these gentlemen leave us. Will nothing 
provoke them to unite with the distinguished 
head of the Treasury to free the country from the 
blasting evils that, with periodic certainty, rain 
from this system upon every field of enterprise 
and labor? 

The distinguished chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee a few days since coldly dis- 
missed the plan of the Secretary with the remark 
that it was now too late to hope for relief in our 
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present need, from this project. Too late? Whose 
fault is it? ‘The plan has been before us more than 
a twelvemonth; andif it is too late for to-day, the 
fault is the crime of those who raise this cry. 

We do not expect to godown and perish under 
the calamities of to-day; and it will be in abund- 
ant time for to-morrow. 

The very able gentleman before me, [Mr. Mor- 
nit, of V ermont,} in an able adverse analysis of | 





The tax bill is now in successful operation, and || 
it is believed that the revenue derived from itand 
from the tariff on imports will much exceed the 
estimates then made, of $150,000,000, without 


_ bearing oppressively on any of the industrial in- 
| terests of the country. This has given to the | 


| interest-paying securities, which is all that is 


this plan, rested his main objection ta it hecause | 


it proposed indebtedness as a basis of banking, | 
which he called an ‘* atmospheric basis.” Pray, 


sir, what other basis have you now for banking, || 


save these very Treasury notes, with which the 
gentieman proposes to heap the weary earth, and 
which inevitably render any other basis an im- 
possibility? This was also reiterated by my friend 
from Rhode Island, [Mr.SHerrievp,]in his rather | 
declamatory speech. He also discovered another 


fatal objection, the prevailing one I fear with many. |! 


It was the plan of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and he would submit to no dictation, not he. Com- 
ing from the head of a Department, to show his 
independence he must go against it, of course. 
Mr. SHEFFIELD. I would suggest to the | 
gentioman, with his permission, that I said no such 
thing. | 
Mr. RIDDLE. Well, sir, I only know that in 
commenting on the conversation between the gen- | 
tleman from New York,(Mr. Roscoe Conx.ina,] | 
and the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. | 
Hoorer,] concerning this very plan of the Sec- | 
retary, which my friend from Rhode Island was | 
then declaiming against, he declared with a round- | 
ed emphasis and hands uplifted as if to heaven, | 
that he in an especial manner would not be dic- | 


tated to. I may have misunderstood the gentle- || 


man, and I haye not delectated myself with read- | 
ing hisremarks in theGlobe. To my notion the | 
florid figures of rhetoric and other, of a late Secre- | 
a of the Treasury on this subject, furnish better | 
and lighter reading. {| 

rat @) , | 

But, sir, 1 only rose to offer some remarks sug- 
gested by the very profitable speech of the gen- || 


| perfect this system is the national banking law, | 


| secure system of banking throughout the whole 


tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Warxer] upon || 


the excess of the currency and its depreciation— 
matters which I thought were too much taken for 
granted—and I have been inadvertently led into | 
these later and more unconsidered remarks, With | 
my present information and views, it is my pur- | 
Ose to support the poe of the Secretary of the | 
Preasury, or some plan based upon the principles 
involved in it, and it is not the least merit with 
me that it is the plan of the Secretary. 

Mr. HOOPER. Inthe remarks I had the honor 
to submit tothe House at the last session of Con- 
gress, I stated that three measures had been con- 
sidered which were, to some extent, connected 
together, and formed a comprehensive system by | 
which it was believed the Government would be | 
enabled to negotiate its loans and pay for whatever 
was required and necessary to the successful pros- | 
ecution of this war. 

The first of those measures was the issue of | 
Government notes to be used as currency and 
made a legal tender. 

The second was the tax bill; which, together | 
with the tariff on imports, should insurean amount | 
of $150,000,000 of revenue. | 

| 





The third was a national banking law, to re- 
quire the deposit of United States stock as secu- 
rity for any notes for currency issued by the banks 
organized under that law. 

The issue of the Government notes for currency 
is universally popular; they have notonly assigted | 
the Government by furnishing large amounts to 
the Treasury without any cogt for interest, but 
they have aided the commerce and trade of the 
country to an extent beyond the expectations of 
the most sanguine ad vocates of the measure. They 
have given to the country a currency that is rec- 
ognized as money in every portion of our domain 
over which the control ofthe Governmentextends. 
They have satisfied every purpose for which a 
currency is needed by the people, and they have 
proved to be in every respect such a currency as 
the people are entitled to and have a right to de-. 
mand that the Government should provide them 
at this time. The people ask for more of it be- 
cause the actual result of its use has shown that 
more of itis required for the purposes of the trade 
of the country, and because a further issue of it 
is necessary, and will be beneficial to the public 
service, 
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bonds of the Government the character of sure 


asked by capitalists, who are content with the 
fact that ample provision is made for the interest, 
so that the bonds are sure to yield them revenue. 
They would prefer that the bonds should never 
be paid; because, when peacc is established, it is 
certain any holder of the bonds can obtain more 
by selling them to another, who wishes to buy, 
than he would receive by having them paid off at 
par. Capital will seek them for investment be- 


cause your revenue bills insure that the interest || 


is certain, and is always to be paid in a currency | 
equivalent to coin. 
The remaining one of the three meaSures to | 


which will permanently establish a uniform and | 


country. It has been urged asan objection to the 
proposed banking law that, so far as the Govern- 
ment was benefited, the object was attained by the 
circulation of the United States notes for currency; 
the amount of those notes in circulation being in 
fact a loan from the people to the Government 
without interest, which should never be given up 
for the benefit of private associations or individ- 
uals. Those who introduced the law authorizing | 
the issue of the United States notes, urged its | 
passage only as a temporary expedient to meet | 
the exigencies of the time, and not asa permanent | 
measure. The Constitution wisely contemplated 
that gold and silver should be the permanent cur- 
rency of the country; and though the Constitu- 

tion does not prohibit the national Government, 

it does prohibit the State governments from is- 

suing any bills of credit for circulation as money. 








The States have, however, authorized the creation 
of banks with power to issue their notes to be 
used as currency, in defiance of this prohibition 
in the Constitution. It has been stated that the 
Supreme Court has decided in favor of the right 
of the State banks to issue currency. I will not 
undertake to argue this point. I know the banks 
have claimed it; but I understand it to be a mooted 
point among lawyers whether the decisions which 
are referred to went so far as to sanction this claim 
of the banks. Mr. Webster said, in aspeech de- 
livered in 1852: 

‘The more IL reflect on this subject, the more clearly does 
my mind approach the conclusion that the creation of State 
banks for the purpose and with the power of circulating 


paper, is not consistent with the grants and prohibitions of 
the Constitution.”’ - 


1 believe there has been no change in the Con- 
stitution on this point since. 

More than fourteen hundred banks have been 
established in the different States, which have 
availed themselves of the power to fill all the chan- 
nels of circulation, for one dollar and over, with 
their notes, to be used as money. No one doubts 
that by the laws under which they are established 
they are obliged to redeem those notes on demand 
in specie; it is a binding legal obligation upon 
them. Yet they have set it at defiance whenever 
circumstances rendered it expedient or convenient. 
They may be said to have been specie-paying 
banks when specie was not demanded of them, or 
was Jereandot only insmall quantities; but when- 
ever there was any considerable demand for specie, 
they have declined to pay it, and announced to the 
public that they had suspended specie payments. 

The emergencies of this war have rendered it 
necessary for the national Government to avail it- 
self of all its resources to meet the wants of the 
public service. This resource, of furnishing the 
currency, is now claimed by the friends of the 
Government as a fruitful source from which the 
preng needs of the Treasury at this time may 

supplied. It is just and right that it should be 
demanded, and that States, and private corpora- 
tions, and individuals should cheerfully yield it 
at a ime like this to the national Government for 
the common benefit and for the common welfare. 
No sound argument or reason has been urged 
against complying with this demand, and no true 
patriot, who considers the claims of the publicser- 
vice to be superior to the claims of private inter- 


ests, should hesitate or oppose this demand of the 
Government. 


January 19, 





The friends of the Government proposed the 
issue of notes for currency convertible into Goy- 
ernment six percent. bondsasa temporary meas- 
ure, with the view of establishing banks under a 
uniform national! law as a permanent system, with 
authority to issue for currency their bills secured 
by a pledge of public stocks and convertible on 
demand into the lawful money of the country, 
with the purpose of aiding now in sustaining the 
value of the Government bonds, and of furnish- 
| ing hereafter, when peace is restored, suitable 
institutions to coéperate with and assist the Gov- 


ernment in gradually withdrawing from circula- 
| tion all the Government notes, and substituting 
| for them the notes of sound specie-paying banks 
| established and controlled ander this uniform na- 
| tional law. The proposed bank law is, in m 
opinion, so necessarily connected with the sub- 
ject of the bill now before the House that I can- 
not avoid discussing them together. ‘They were 
sent to us by the Secretary of the Treasury as one 
bill; and | trust I may be permitted to discuss 
them as parts of one system. 
My friend from Vermont, who says there is not 
one word about specie in this bank bill which the 
Secretary of the Treasury has prepared, and which 
the President, in his recent message to Congress, 
recommends to be passed, ought surely to have 
known that when he had consented to authorize 
the Secretary ofthe Treasury to issue $300,000 ,000 
of legal tender notes in addition to $300,000,000 
authorized at the last session to be lawful money 
like coin, that it was therefore necessary to use 
| the term “lawful money” in this bill instead of 
| *coin.”? Hereafter, when the Government notes 
are withdrawn from circulation, as we all hope 
they will be in some not far distant time of peace, 
the term “ lawful money”’ will mean and will be 
specie, and nothing but specie. 

The measures which are advocated as an altern- 
ative to this scheme of Government notes and a 
natio al banking law by many members of this 
House, and by many connected with banks out 

| of this House, are, in effect, a scheme to restore 


the old and exploded ‘* pet bank system,’’ as it 
was called, and to go back to the system of paper 
currency that existed in the war of 1812. 

I know too well the conservative and sound finan- 
cial opinions of many of those who advocate this 
to suppose that they would intentionally favor 
such a scheme. But I believe that, in the warmth 
with which they a the policy of the Gov- 
ernment notes and the national banks, they have 
not considered where this proposed alternative 
would lead. Take the proposition to negotiate 
bonds at market rates and withdraw the Govern- 
ment notes from circulation. I ask any intelligent 
bank managers how that amount of loans could 
be paid for under such circumstances in any other 
way than by inscribing the amount to the credit 
of the Government on the books of the banks to 
be drawn against as required for the public ser- 
vice, and the drafts paid in the irredeemable issues 
of the banks. 

It should be remembered that the wild cat” 
banking, as it has been termed, was established 
under the present State bank system; and that the 
chief difference between the banks in Wall street 
and one of the so-called ** wild cat banks’’ is not 
in the system or the law under which they are 
organized, but in the character and prudence and 
intelligence of the gentlemen who manage them. 
I wish to call the attention of the House and of 
pence bankers to this, not to stigmatize any 

anks, but for the purpose of reminding them 
that the Government cannot judge of, or make 8 
distinction between the characters of the man- 
agers of banks in different States, or of the differ- 
ent banks in the same State, but must treat all 
alike in law, and when it adopts one bank and its 
issues established under the State laws, it must 
equally adopt all banks established under State 
laws, those most imprudently conducted in any 
t of the country as well as the soundest banks 

in Wall street. , 

One effect that I expected from this currency 
of * United States notes” has not yet been ex- 
hibited to any great extent. I refer to the fund- 
ing of the notes by conversion into bonds. Pre- 
vious to the check to our army on the peninsula 
the conversions had for some time been more than 
$500,000 a day, and the notes were sought after 

| for that purpose. Since then the amount of “Gov- 
ernment notes’”’ that have been issued neetns » be 
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